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Department of Psychology Western Kentucky University 
The current study examined the non-skeptic view of paranormal belief, suggesting 
that belief in the paranormal does not indicate psychopathology. This study examines the 
non-pathological personality traits present in paranormal believers by using a broad 
personality test. One hundred and one participants completed the Paranormal Belief 
Scale (PBS) and the Personality Research Form (PRF) in order to examine the 
differences among the personality traits of high and low paranormal believers. High and 
low paranormal belief was determined by the participants overall score on the Paranormal 
Belief Scale. The results indicated that there were only two significant personality 
differences among high and low paranormal believers. High believers scored 
significantly higher on the PRF scales of Aggression and Defendence. However, there 
were no differences on any other scales. The current results indicate that high and low 
believers do not differ on traits considered non-pathological. 
VI 
Introduction 
Over the past two decades, there has been something of a revival of interest in 
paranormal phenomena within popular culture (Grimmer, 1992). According to 
Thalbourne and Beloff (1982), the term paranormal refers to hypothesized processes that 
in principle are "physically impossible" or outside the realm of human capabilities as 
presently conceived by conventional scientists. Messer and Griggs (1989) have reported 
a rather extensive prevalence of belief in at least one paranormal phenomenon, 99%, in a 
sample of introductory psychology students. These authors also reported, from the same 
sample, that 65% of the participants indicated personal involvement in at least one 
paranormal phenomenon. Grimmer (1992) reports a 1986 Gallup survey of American 
youths which found that 46 percent believed in ESP, 52 percent in astrology, and 19 
percent in witchcraft. According to Banziger and College (1983), 80-90% of the general 
public has been shown to believe in ESP. However, Brink (1978) suggested that this 
belief is even more prevalent, standing at 97%. There have been countless books, 
magazines, newspaper articles, movies, and television programs devoted to a broad range 
of paranormal topics, such as UFOs, telepathy, poltergeist, witchcraft and precognition 
(Grimmer, 1992). 
Research involving paranormal phenomena has included a wide array of 
correlates (Irwin, 1993). Factors that have been examined include demographic 
variables, age, gender, ethnicity and culture, cognitive correlates, and personality 
correlates (Irwin, 1993). Bainbridge (1978) and Wuthnow (1976) have suggested that the 
majority of those who believe in the paranormal fall into socially marginal groups such as 
the poorly educated or unemployed. Irwin (1993) stated that women are stronger 
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believers than men and that most paranormal beliefs seem to be more concentrated in 
young adults rather than the elderly, with the exception of Traditional Religious Beliefs. 
Typically, ethnicity has been viewed in terms of white versus black participants and the 
findings have been mixed, suggesting that this factor is not especially promising (Irwin, 
1993). There is substantial research, that has yielded inconsistent results, in the areas of 
both cognition and personality and their relationship with the paranormal (Irwin, 1993). 
These areas of research include educational attainment, intelligence and reasoning skills, 
creativity and imagination, psychological adjustment, and social dimensions of 
personality. Also included in this area are possible functions of paranormal beliefs 
(Irwin, 1993). 
When studying paranormal phenomenon, there has been much discrepancy when 
defining the areas of paranormal belief. Irwin (1993) has reported the limited agreement 
on the number, identity, and orthogonality of the underlying dimensions of the 
paranormal. Much of this controversy has included whether paranormal belief is 
unidimensional vs. multidimensional and the exact number of relatively independent 
dimensions of paranormal (Tobacyk & Milford, 1983). The paranormal is often 
subdivided into seven categories, such as a Traditional Religious Belief (Christian 
religious belief system), Psi (mental telepathy and psychokinesis), Witchcraft (black 
magic, voodoo, spells, and witches), Superstition (black cats and unlucky number 13), 
Spiritualism (believing in life after death, reincarnation, and astrology), Extraordinary 
Life Forms (Lock Ness monster, Big Foot, and the abominable snowman), and 
Precognition (extrasensory perception of some future event) as defined by Thalbourne & 
Beloff (1982) and Tobacyk & Milford (1983). 
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Why do some people believe in various aspects of the paranormal while others do 
not believe at all? According to Russell and Jones (1980), the apparent persistence of 
such beliefs, despite major advances in scientific understanding and education, 
substantiates their possible function in satisfying some basic psychological need. It is 
likely that those who believe in paranormal phenomena do not have an overall belief in 
the paranormal, strongly adhering to only a few dimensions. However, an individual who 
indicates any amount of belief, whether it is in one dimension or six, is considered to be a 
believer in the paranormal (Tobacyk and Milford, 1983; Irwin, 1993). The majority of 
previous research examining paranormal belief and personality correlates has taken a 
skeptic view, which suggests that paranormal believers are psychologically dysfunctional 
(i.e., psychotic, neurotic, and depressive), with a relative neglect of research into 
paranormal believers' potential positive attributes, such as creativity and empathy (Irwin 
& Green, 1998-99). When studying the relationship between personality and paranormal 
belief, previous research has used narrow measures for the purpose of looking at only one 
or two personality characteristics at a time. Examples of measures previously used 
include the Narcissistic Personality Inventory (Tobacyk & Mitchell, 1987), the State-
Trait-Anxiety Inventory (Wolfradt, 1997), and the Raine and Benishay's (1995) 
Schizotypal personality Questionnaire-Brief (Irwin & Green, 1998-99). More recent 
studies, however, have begun to explore a non-skeptic view. The current study will 
investigate the relationship between belief in the paranormal and those personality traits, 
that are broadly relevant to the normal functioning of individuals in a wide variety of 
situations. 
Review of the Literature 
Skeptic View 
Previous research involving the paranormal has used psychopathology scales in 
order to determine possible personality correlates of believing in the paranormal (Irwin & 
Green, 1998-99, Tobacyk & Milford, 1983, Tobacyk and Mitchell, 1987, Wolfradt, 
1997). Tobacyk and Mitchell (1987), using a sample of 383 introductory college 
students, found a small but significant correlation between narcissism and the paranormal 
beliefs of Psi and Precognition. However, when the sample was divided between those 
participants who reported an out-of-body experience and those who reported not having 
an out-of-body experience, the Narcissistic Personality Inventory scores were significant 
predictors of belief in Psi, Witchcraft, Superstition, and Precognition for those 
experiencing an out of body experience. Neuroticism has also been found to be 
significantly correlated with an overall Paranormal Belief Scale (PBS) score, Traditional 
Religious Belief, Psi, Witchcraft, as well as with the Australian Sheep-Goat Scale, which 
addresses belief in and personal experience of ESP, telepathy, precognition, and life after 
death. (Thalbourne, Dunbar, & Delin, 1995). Thalbourne, Dunbar, and Delin (1995), 
using a sample of 169 first-year psychology students, found a positive association 
between dogmatism and Traditional Religious Belief, Witchcraft, and an overall 
Paranormal Belief score. This finding suggests that dogmatic individuals, those who 
impose their opinions on others, are more likely to believe in the paranormal, especially 
as regards to the areas of Traditional Religious Beliefs and Witchcraft. Heard and Vyse 
(1998-99) found a positive relationship between authoritarianism and belief in the 
paranormal when using the Authoritarianism-Rebellion Scale (ARS). However, no 
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relationship between rebelliousness and paranormal belief was found. The sample for 
their study consisted of 85 members of the Connecticut College community, and the 
participants were not required to specify staff vs. student. Their findings suggested that 
those people who are power oriented but not resistant to authority have a higher belief in 
paranormal phenomena. Wolfradt (1997) investigated the relationship between two 
domains of dissociative experiences (depersonalization/derealization and 
absorption/amnesia), trait-anxiety, and paranormal beliefs. The sample utilized in that 
study consisted of 269 students from various departments at a university in Germany. 
Depersonalization occurs when people feel that their body does not seem to belong to 
them, and derealization is defined as having the experience of feeling that other people, 
objects, and the world are not real. Absorption is present when people are not sure 
whether the things they remember happening really did happen. He found that 
Witchcraft, Precognition, Spiritualism, Superstition, and Religiosity correlated 
significantly with depersonalization/derealization. Psi belief, Precognition, and 
Superstition showed a significant correlation with absorption/amnesia. Precognition and 
Superstition were also significantly correlated with trait anxiety. The significant 
relationship of the DES-factors, depersonalization/derealization and absorption/amnesia, 
to trait anxiety suggest that these dissociative experiences are related to psychopathology, 
further suggesting that paranormal beliefs stem from pathology. Dudley and Whisnand 
(2000), using a sample of 42 female and 10 male Euro-American undergraduate students 
from a small liberal arts college, found an association between paranormal belief and a 
depressive attributional style by using the Attributional Style Questionnaire as an 
indicator of depression. This study suggested that those who possess negative emotional 
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states (i. e., depressive outlook on situations), often produced by negative mood and 
uncertain circumstances, have an increased belief in the paranormal. Greater scores on 
Ellis's Irrational Beliefs scale (which are thought to be a cause of psychopathology) were 
positively correlated with Superstition and Spiritualism, suggesting that irrational beliefs 
might be associated with paranormal beliefs (Tobacyk & Milford, 1983). Tobacyk and 
Milford suggested that these irrational beliefs, along with a belief in the paranormal, 
interfere with the cognitive function of logical inference making. 
While some studies have found that a belief in the paranormal is associated with 
psychopathology, others have discovered inconsistencies among reports regarding 
paranormal belief and psychopathology. Andrews and Lester (1998), using 80 
undergraduates, were unsuccessful in finding a relationship between paranormal beliefs 
and manic-depressive tendencies. Using three belief scales (i.e., life after death, God, 
and paranormal phenomena), the authors found that neither manic nor depressive 
tendencies were significantly associated with such beliefs. Lester (1993) examined 
correlations between the short form of the Eysenck, Eysenck and Barrett (1985) 
personality questionnaire and a dichotic scale (yes vs no) containing 11 paranormal 
phenomena: astrology, life-after-death, hell, UFOs, faith healing, heaven, mediums, ESP, 
ghosts, god, and life on other planets. Findings, based on 21 male and 40 female 
undergraduates, revealed that the major personality correlate of these beliefs was 
psychoticism. Higher psychoticism scores were associated with an absence of beliefs in 
life-after-death, God, hell, UFOs, heaven, ghosts, and belief in the existence of other 
beings (Lester, 1993). These findings appear to contradict the assumption that 
psychopathology is associated with paranormal belief. 
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Irwin and Green used Tobacyk's (1988) Revised Paranormal Belief Scale (PBS) 
and the Raine and Benishay's (1995) Schitzotypal Personality Questionnaire-Brief 
(SPQ), containing three subscales, in order to find support for a relationship between 
paranormal belief and schizotypy. The Cognitive-Perceptual subscale addresses 
schizophrenia-like cognitive and perceptual deficits such as ideas of reference, magical 
thinking, unusual perceptual experiences, and paranoid ideation. The Interpersonal 
subscale surveys the principal social characteristics of schizotypy, such as social anxiety 
and lack of close relationships. The Disorganized subscale addresses odd behavior and 
speech. Irwin and Green's findings, based on a sample of 194 Australian adults, 
suggested that people, especially women, who have schizotypal tendencies in the 
cognitive-perceptual domain are likely to endorse beliefs in Spiritualism and 
Precognition. Men who have schizotypal tendencies marked by disorganization are likely 
to endorse beliefs in Extraordinary Life Forms and Witchcraft but show a negative 
relationship with belief in Precognition and Traditional Religious views. People with 
schizotypal interpersonal deficits are relatively inclined to embrace spiritualist beliefs but 
to disbelieve in Psi and Witchcraft. Therefore, Irwin and Green (1989-99) cautioned 
against the interpretation that the maladjustive characteristics of those who are 
schizotypal result in having a belief in the paranormal. 
Non-Skeptic View 
Research concerning the non-skeptic view of paranormal belief is not as abundant 
as the previous, skeptic view. Clarke (1993), using a sample of 475 introductory 
psychology students, reported a significant correlation between self-actualization and 
Spiritualism, Psi Belief, and Superstition when correlating paranormal belief scores from 
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the PBS and a measure of self-actualization derived from the Index of Self-actualization. 
This finding suggests that those people who are more self-actualized (self-directing, self-
accepting, and freely express emotions) have a greater belief in Spiritualism, Psi, and 
Superstition. 
Both general self-efficacy and social self-efficacy were found to be inversely 
correlated with Superstition as evidenced by scores on the PBS and the Self-efficacy 
Scale (Tobacyk & Shrader, 1991). The authors suggested that those who adhere to 
superstitious beliefs may experience less success, more failure, and less personal mastery 
throughout various life domains. However, these findings were found to be significant 
for women but not for men, when using a sample size of 180 consisting of 109 women 
and 71 men. 
Groth-Marnat and Pegden (1998) used the PBS, Rotter's (1996) Internal-External 
Locus of Control Scale, and Zuckerman's (1971) Sensation Seeking Scale, along with a 
sample consisting of 81 female and 9 male introductory psychology students, in order to 
examine the relationship between paranormal belief, locus of control, and sensation 
seeking. Internal locus of control was negatively related to Spiritualism and 
Precognition, an external locus of control was positively associated with a belief in 
Superstition, and experience seeking (a subscale of the Sensation Seeking Scale) was 
positively correlated with Psi belief and Superstition. None of the paranormal belief 
measures were significantly related to overall sensation seeking. In contrast to Groth-
Marnat and Pegden (1998), Tobacyk and Milford (1993) reported that a more external 
locus of control was significantly correlated with the full PBS score and Extraordinary 
Life Forms subscale score. They also reported no significant correlations when 
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examining paranormal belief and sensation seeking. However, in a larger sample, the 
authors suggested that the positive trend of Psi and Spiritualism towards sensation 
seeking would be found significant. Extroversion was not related to any type of 
paranormal belief when the Keirsey-Bates inventory was used as a measure of 
extraversion-introversion on a sample of 66 college students (Lester, Thinschmidt, & 
Trautman, 1987). According to Dag (1999), the Traditional Religious Belief and 
Witchcraft subscales of the PBS were significant predictors of locus of control, when 
measured by the Internal-External Locus of Control Scale, using a sample size of 350. 
The author also reported a significant positive correlation between global paranormal 
belief and all the subscales of locus of control (unjust world, personal control, control in 
achievement situations, chance and fate, and interpersonal control) with the exception of 
the interpersonal control subscale. Dag (1999) also found a significant correlation 
between all the paranormal subscales and the global locus of control score. The 
suggestion is that a higher belief on the PBS subscales is associated with a more external 
locus of control. 
Tolerance of ambiguity is defined as being able to accept, or tolerate, uncertainty 
in information. A low tolerance of ambiguity would suggest that a person prefers to 
make decisions based on definite knowledge instead of guesses or intuition. A low 
tolerance of ambiguity has been associated with increased magical thinking, both in the 
presence and absence of acute stress (Keinan, 1994). Keinan suggested that magical 
thinking allows the individual an explanation for phenomena that lack definite 
information and it also allows the individual a sense of control. Keinan's findings are 
based on 174 Israeli citizens, both exposed and not exposed to missile attacks during the 
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Gulf War. Thalbourne, Dunbar, and Delin (1995) found a significant correlation between 
belief in the paranormal and tolerance of ambiguity, when using a sample consisting of 
169 first year psychology students. According to these authors, a low tolerance of 
ambiguity is likely to be found amongst religious believers. Houran and Lange (1997) 
have taken a different look at the relationship between tolerance of ambiguity and belief 
in the paranormal. Using a sample of 49 professionals from various fields, these authors 
found a negative correlation between tolerance of ambiguity and fearful reactions to 
paranormal phenomena, suggesting that those with a low tolerance of ambiguity are more 
fearful of the paranormal. However, there has been no research conducted to determine if 
this fearful response leads to belief or non-belief of paranormal phenomena. Houran and 
Lange (1998) also examined the relationship between tolerance of ambiguity and 
precognitive dreams, which are predictive dreams of events that are later perceived as 
occurring. These authors suggested that tolerance of ambiguity not only allows for 
ambiguous dream information to occur but also allows the individual to later recall and 
identify the dream as dealing with the paranormal. 
Specific dimensions of personality, such as Jungian dimensions, have been 
included when studying paranormal phenomenon. Lester, Thinschmidt, and Trautman 
(1987), using a sample size of 66 college students, examined the relationship between 
paranormal belief and Jungian traits by using the Keirsey-Bates inventory as a measure of 
the four Jungian traits. These results suggested that Feeling scores (basing judgments 
more on personal values than analysis and logic) were significantly correlated with belief 
in Psi, Precognition, and Pseudosciences (i. e., palm reading), Perceiving scores (a 
preference for flexibility rather than a planned and ordered way) were significantly 
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associated with belief in Psi and Witchcraft, and Intuitive scores (prefer to look for 
possibilities and relationships rather than work with known facts) were significantly 
correlated with belief in Psi, Witchcraft, Spiritualism, Precognition, and Pseudosciences. 
The Extroversion-Introversion scale was not found to correlate with any type of 
paranormal belief. According to Irwin, greater paranormal belief is stronger in those who 
stress Feeling over Thinking, Perceiving over Judging, and Intuiting over Sensing. The 
authors also suggested that believers are less logical and more open-minded than 
nonbelievers. Fox and Williams (2000) used the Keirsey Temperament Sorter, and a 
sample of 121 college students, in an attempt to replicate the findings of Lester, 
Thinschmidt, and Trautman (1987). They suggested that the Jungian types may play only 
a small role in predicting paranormal belief and experience. The most pronounced 
relationship with Paranormal Experience is predicted by Perception over Judgment and 
small relationships with Paranormal Belief predicted by Feeling over Thinking and 
Intuition over Sensation. Differences in the findings may be attributable to the fact that 
Fox and Williams (2000) used the Anomalous Experience Inventory, which measures 
Anomalous/Paranormal Experience, Anomalous/Paranormal Beliefs, 
Anomalous/Paranormal Abilities, Fear of the Anomalous/Paranormal and Drug Use, 
instead of the PBS, which was used in the study by Lester, Thinschmidt, and Trautman 
(1987). 
As previously stated, the purpose of the current study is to investigate the 
relationship between belief in the paranormal and personality traits that are broadly 
relevant to the normal functioning of individuals in a wide variety of situations. It is 
apparent that previous research has adhered to very short and precise measures when 
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examining the relationship between paranormal belief and personality. A few examples 
of the various types of personalities examined when studying paranormal belief under the 
skeptic view include a narcissistic personality, measured by the Narcissistic Personality 
Inventory (Tobacyk & Mitchell, 1987), dogmatism, measured by a short form dogmatism 
scale (Thalbourne, Dunbar, & Delin, 1995), authoritarianism, measured by the 
Authoritarianism-Rebellion Scale (Heard & Vyse, 1998-99), and a depressive 
attributional style, measured by the Attributional Style Questionnaire (Dudley & 
Whisnand, 2000). Some examples of personality correlates studied while adhering to the 
non-skeptic view include self-actualization, measured by the Index of Self-actualization 
(Clarke, 1993), self-efficacy, as measured by the Self-efficacy Scale (Tobacyk & 
Shrader, 1991), and an external locus of control, as measured by the Internal-External 
Locus of Control Scale (Groth-Marnat & Pegden, 1998). The first goal of this study is to 
employ a widely used personality inventory for looking at a broad range of personality 
characteristics of paranormal believers. The majority of past research has utilized very 
narrow measures, both when adhering to the skeptic and non-skeptic view (Irwin, 1993). 
The second goal of this study pertains to examining positive, or non-pathological, 
attributes of those who believe in the paranormal. The majority of past research has 
attributed belief in the paranormal to those characteristics that lead to pathology, such as 
manic-depressive tendencies (Andrews & Lester, 1998) and depressive attributional 
styles (Dudley & Whisnand, 2000). 
As evidenced by the variables chosen to correlate with paranormal beliefs, this 
skeptic view tends to imply that paranormal believers are, in some respect, abnormal or 
psychologically deviant (Irwin, 1993). Irwin suggested that with the majority of 
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paranormal research conforming to the skeptic view, the literature is potentially biased. 
The following study, conforming to the non-skeptic view, may shed new light on the 
positive personality traits that are present in paranormal believers. 
Method 
Participants 
The sample consisted of 105 undergraduate students. The average age of the 46 
men and 59 women was 20.19 years (SD = 3.10 years) with a range of 18-44 years of 
age. Students voluntarily attended testing sessions during assigned times, which were 
announced during their class. The study had approval from the Human Subjects Review 
Board. 
A median split, based on the global paranormal belief score, allowed the sample 
to be divided into high and low paranormal believers. Participants who obtained an 
overall score of < 69 on the PBS were considered to be low believers, and participants 
obtaining a score of > 70 were considered to be high believers. Four participants from 
the sample had missing data, leaving 101 participants (48 low believers and 53 high 
believers) with valid data. The low believers, based on the PBS, had a M of 56.44 
(SD = 8.67 and range = 40-68) and the high believers had a M of 85.08 (SD = 9.37 and 
range = 70-112). 
Measures 
The participants were administered the Paranormal Belief Scale (Tobacyk & 
Milford, 1983), the Personality Research Form (Jackson, 1984), and a general 
informational questionnaire. The general questionnaire requested basic demographic 
information, along with any experience or preconceptions involving the paranormal (see 
Appendix A). 
The Paranormal Belief Scale (PBS) by Tobacyk & Milford (1983) is a 
multidimensional, 25 item, seven-point self-report scale (see Appendix B). This scale 
14 
provides an overall measure of paranormal belief as well as measures of the following 
seven subscales: Traditional Religious Belief (soul, devil, God, heaven, hell), Psi Belief 
(psychokinesis, mind reading), Witchcraft (witches, black magic, spells), Superstition 
(black cats, broken mirrors), Spiritualism (astral projection, reincarnation, mediums), 
Extraordinary Life Forms (abominable snowman, Loch Ness monster, life on other 
planets), and Precognition (astrology, psychics). Intercorrelations among the PBS 
subscales suggest that these seven subscales are measuring different paranormal belief 
dimensions (Tobacyk & Milford 1983). The response to each item is made on a five-
point Likert scale, ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) through 3 (undecided or don't 
know) to 5 (strongly agree). The score on the full PBS is the sum of ratings over all 25 
items and ranges from 25 to 125. The PBS is factor-analytically derived and therefore 
has several strengths. This instrument is based on a direct, empirical examination of the 
structure of paranormal belief in a college student sample rather than on a priori 
assumptions of the examiner. Another strength is that a separate subscale score can be 
obtained for each of the seven separate paranormal dimensions since each dimension is 
represented by three or four discrete marker items (Tobacyk & Milford, 1983). Test-
retest reliability for the PBS seems to be highly satisfactory, .89 over a 4-week interval 
and a range of .60 to .87 for each of the seven separate subscales (Tobacyk & Milford, 
1983). 
Personality traits were indexed by Jackson's (1984) Personality Research Form 
(PRF) Form A A (see Appendix C). Derived from the set of Variables of Personality 
originally defined by Henry Murray (1938) and his colleagues, the PRF Form AA 
contains 440 dichotomous (T/F) items distributed across twenty-two 20-item, bipolar 
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scales. For every item on each of the PRF scales, half of the items are written in terms of 
one pole of the dimension and half in terms of the other (Jackson, 1984). Scores are 
computed separately for each subscale of the PRF. Some of the scales present in this 
measure include the Autonomy scale, which measures a desire to be independent and 
rebellious toward rules. The Cognitive Structure scale measures tolerance for ambiguity. 
The Harmavoidance scale addresses enjoyment of exciting activities and 
apprehensiveness. A tendency to notice sensations (i. e., smells, sounds, etc.) is assessed 
by the Sentience scale. The Succorance scale measures dependence and the need for 
protection. The Understanding scale is a measure of curiosity and a need for a wide 
range of knowledge. The PRF contains two validity scales, a desirability scale, which 
assesses whether the respondent is trying to present him/herself favorably, and an 
Infrequency scale, which assesses any pseudo-random response patterns. According to 
Hogan (1989), the PRF has high internal consistency, minimal overlap, good test-retest 
reliability, and minimal item ambiguity. Test-retest reliability on the 20 content scales, 
conducted by Stumpf and Wieck (1976), over a two-week period resulted in ranges from 
.80-. 96 (Jackson, 1984). The major PRF validation studies have used trait and behavior 
ratings. Jackson (1984) reports a median correlation rating of .52 (behavior ratings by 
peers) and .56 (Trait Rating Form) for the entire 20 PRF scales. 
Procedure 
The participant was given a copy of the informed consent form, which did not 
require a signature (Appendix D). The participants were made aware that by continuing 
with the experiment and completing the instruments they were giving their consent to 
participate in this study. The aforementioned three scales were administered to the 
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participants in a classroom setting, under untimed conditions. Participants were 
instructed to read the directions of each scale carefully and respond to all the items, and 
to seek assistance if necessary. The time length required to complete the study was 
approximately 45-60 minutes. Once the instruments were completed, participants were 
thanked for their time. The examiner returned to the participants' classrooms, at a later 
date, in order to distribute debriefings to those students who participated (see 
Appendix E). 
Results 
Descriptive Statistics for the General Questionnaire 
Table 1 illustrates the descriptive statistics for the data obtained in the General 
Questionnaire. As shown in the table, more than half of the sample consisted of females 
and Caucasians. There was a fairly even split among participants who do and do not read 
or watch paranormal material, and over 84% of the sample agreed to having friends with 
the same paranormal belief. Pearson correlations (see Table 2) were also performed on 
this data to examine relationships among the PBS and the questions contained in the 
general questionnaire. A significant relationship was found between the PBS global 
score and friends with similar paranormal beliefs (r = .40, g_< 0.01). This relationship 
seemed to indicate that those who have a belief in the paranormal are more likely to have 
friends with similar beliefs. Agreeing to a belief in the paranormal was significantly 
correlated with the PBS global score and six of the seven subscales, with the exception of 
the PBS subscale, Traditional Religious Beliefs (see Table 2). This finding seemed to 
suggest that the PBS is measuring what it purports to measure, a belief in the paranormal. 
Pearson product-moment correlations were used to examine the relationship between the 
high and low paranormal believers on the global paranormal score. High and low 
paranormal believers were classified by using a median split based on participant's global 
score on the PBS. High believers obtained a score of > 70 and low believers obtained a 
score of < 69. A significant correlation was found between high/low belief and the global 
score on the PBS (r = .85, p < .01). This positive correlation suggested that those 
participants classified as high believers have a significantly stronger belief in the 
paranormal than those classified as low believers. 
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Paranormal Beliefs and PBS Dimensions 
The scores on the seven subscales of the PBS appeared to differ greatly between 
the low and high paranormal believers (see Table 3). The average score for the low 
believers on the PBS global score was 56.44 (SD = 8.67), and the average score for the 
high believers was 85.08 (SD = 9.37). 
Pearson product-moment correlations were performed to assess the relationship 
among strength of belief in the paranormal and the subscales of the PBS. A high belief 
was found to be significantly correlated with the PBS global score (r = .85, g < .01), Psi 
(r = .73, p < .01), Witchcraft (r_= .74, p < .01), Superstition (r = .50, p c.Ol), Spiritualism 
(r = .72, p < .01), Extraordinary Life Forms (r = .53, p < .01), and Precognition 
(r = .58, p < .01). These significant correlations indicated that high paranormal believers 
scored significantly higher on these subscales than low paranormal believers. 
No significant relationship was found between paranormal belief and the PBS subscale, 
Traditional Religious Belief (r = .15, ns). 
Paranormal beliefs and personality 
The scores for the global score and each of the PBS subscales were correlated 
with the PRF scales as a means for exploring the relationship between paranormal beliefs 
and personality traits. Table 4 illustrates the correlations found among the PRF and the 
PBS. The PRF scales of Aggression and Defendence were the only two scales found to 
significantly correlate with several of the PBS scales. Both of these scales had a 
significant correlation with the PBS subscales Psi, Witchcraft, Superstition, Spiritualism, 
and Precognition. The indication is that those who have higher beliefs in the paranormal 
dimensions of Psi, Witchcraft, Superstition, Spiritualism, and Precognition are more 
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likely to be easily-angered and self-protective. As seen in Table 4, other scales such as 
Abasement, Social Recognition, and Understanding also exhibited some significance 
with the PBS. However, these scales correlated with only two to three of the PBS 
subscales, unlike the PRF scales of Aggression and Defendence. As indicated by Table 
4, the PRF does not appear to be substantially correlated with the PBS. 
A minute difference was found on PRF scores when examining the difference 
between low and high paranormal believers. Pearson product-moment correlations were 
used to examine the relationship among high and low paranormal believers and 
personality differences. As seen in Table 5, a difference was found on only two of the 
PRF scales, Aggression (r = .28, p < .05) and Defendence (r = .28, p < .01). As shown in 
the table, both of these scales were found to be significantly higher among the high 
believers. The PRF scales of Abasement, Social Recognition, and Understanding, which 
significantly correlated with two to three PBS subscales (see Table 4), did not reveal a 
significant correlation when examining the difference between high and low paranormal 
believers on these scales. This finding suggested that the relationship among these scales 
and the PBS was not strong eneough to project a significant difference when examining 
high versus low paranormal believers. 
Gender differences 
Finally, using a Pearson product-moment correlation, the results revealed no 
gender differences on the PBS global scale (r = .18, ns). However, as seen in Table 6, 
females scored significantly higher than males on Psi (r = .23, p_< .05) and Witchcraft 
(r = .21, £_< .05). Pearson's r was also performed to identify gender differences in scores 
on the PRF. As shown in Table 7, females scored higher on the Defendence scale 
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(r = .30, p_< .01), which indicates that females have a higher tendency to be more self-
protective, and the Aggression scale (r = .31, p_< .01), which shows that females are more 
likely to be easily annoyed. Males scored significantly higher than females on the 
Abasement scale (r = -.30, p_< .01). This relationship shows that males are more likely to 
be self-effacing. No other significant gender differences were obtained. 
Discussion 
The first goal of the present study was to employ a widely used personality inventory 
for looking at a broad range of personality characteristics of paranormal believers. To 
achieve this goal, the PRF was utilized as a measure of personality. As indicated by the 
present results, very little difference was found between high and low paranormal 
believers. There were only two PRF scales, Aggression and Defendence, that revealed 
significant differences when examining the personality traits of high versus low 
paranormal believers. This finding suggests that those who have a high belief in the 
paranormal are likely to be more aggressive (argumentative, hot-tempered, and irritable) 
and defensive (suspicious, self-protective, and secretive). A possible implication of this 
finding may be that these individuals feel that they must guard and defend these beliefs 
since believing in the paranormal has been negatively viewed in society. The scales of 
Aggression and Defendence were also found to be significantly correlated with gender. 
Females scored significantly higher than males on these two scales, suggesting females 
are more likely than males to demonstrate these personality traits. An indication for these 
personality traits may be that both being female and having beliefs in the paranormal are 
judged more skeptically in society. This finding offers support for the previous findings 
from Tobacyk and Milford (1983) and Irwin (1993), which have suggested that females 
have stronger paranormal beliefs than do males. 
The second goal of the study was to examine positive, or non-pathological, 
attributes of those who believe in the paranormal. Once again, in order to achieve this 
goal, the PRF, which measures personality traits broadly relevant to the functioning of 
individuals in a wide array of situations, was used instead of a psychopathology scale. 
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As previously reported, there was little difference among the high and low believers. The 
current results indicate that high and low believers do not differ on attributes that are 
considered more positive, or non-pathological. 
The PRF is not a pathological scale, and therefore, will not indicate pathology. 
An extremely high score on this scale may indicate excessive personality traits, which, if 
further examined using other measures, may or may not suggest some form of pathology. 
The two scales that were found to differ among high and low believers, Aggression and 
Defendence, are scales that with high extreme scores would indicate less positive traits. 
Thalbourne, Dunbar, and Delin (1995) reported a positive association between 
dogmatism and paranormal belief. The Defendence scale measures traits which may be 
more pronounced in a dogmatic individual, such as not readily accepting criticism. 
However, other scales, which may be considered less desirable at the extreme level, did 
not identify differences between high and low believers. The Exhibition scale, which 
measures attention-seeking behavior, and the Social Recognition scale, which measures a 
need to be held in high esteem, contain traits that are more pronounced in narcissistic 
individuals. The current findings indicate that there is no difference between the two 
paranormal groups on either of these scales, which contradicts Tobacyk and Mitchell's 
(1987) finding that narcissism is associated with paranormal belief. This skeptic view 
has described paranormal believers as psychologically dysfunctional. However, as 
evidenced by the present study, there is minimal difference among high and low 
believers. 
There has been some discrepancy in the research regarding tolerance of 
ambiguity and paranormal beliefs. Thalbourne, Dunbar, and Delin (1995) suggested that 
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a low tolerance of ambiguity is associated with paranormal belief, and Houran and Lang 
(1997) suggested that a low tolerance of ambiguity is associated with a fear of the 
paranormal. In contrast to the previous findings, the Cognitive Structure scale, which is a 
measure of tolerance of ambiguity, was not found to differ among high and low believers. 
Other scales measuring more positive attributes include Affiliation, Play, and Endurance. 
The Affiliation scale is a measure of maintaining associations and enjoyment when with 
friends and people, the Play scale measures an easy going attitude toward life and the 
Endurance scale is a measure of perseverance and patience in work habits. Some other 
positive traits include being aware of one's surroundings (Sentience Scale) and offering 
sympathy and comfort (Nurturance Scale). According to the present results, there is very 
little difference when examining the personality traits of high and low believers on the 
scales of the PRF. 
The current study indicates that those who believe in the paranormal do possess 
positive personality traits. This study found very little difference among high and low 
believers, indicating that there is little difference in their personality traits. For example, 
there was no difference among the high and low believers to have a need to achieve at 
tasks or maintain organization, as evidenced by the scales of Achievement and Order. 
The only differences found among high and low believers was relative to high believers 
being more aggressive and defensive. This difference in personality may be attributable 
to a difference in the cognitive thought processes or environmental differences of these 
high believers. Cognitive correlates have been explored only by the skeptic view, which 
has suggested a deficiency in the cognitive processes of believers (Irwin, 1993). There 
has been little research into the environment of paranormal believers. Irwin (1993) 
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reports conflicting results as regards socioeconomic status but has found support for 
belief being a function of a person's culture. However, it is difficult to identify one 
variable that is a function of paranormal belief because factors such as personality, 
cognition, and environment are all intertwined. 
A limitation of the present study is relative to the sample. Along with the number 
of participants is the problem of similarity among participants. The sample utilized in 
this study consisted of mainly Caucasian, college students. A sample that would 
generalize, as regards age and race, across the general population may have found 
stronger results. Previous research has found paranormal beliefs to be stronger in young 
adults and mixed results as regards race (Irwin, 1993). 
The current study has taken an exploratory role in the non-skeptic domain of 
paranormal research by examining the overall personality of a high believer. However, 
this correlational study does not allow clear inferences to be drawn about the direction of 
causal influence, whether aggressive and defensive personality traits lead to paranormal 
belief or vice versa. If the findings suggest that high believers function similarly to low 
believers, then what is it that draws people to believe in the paranormal? Future research 
in the paranormal might benefit from taking a new direction. Instead of attempting to 
describe or label those individuals that believe or disbelieve, an examination of believers 
and non-believers social environments may be beneficial, such as what needs are served 
by believing in the paranormal or what benefits arrive from believing. 
Table 1 
Descriptive Statistics for the General Questionnaire 
Age M = 20.19 SD = 3.10 Range = 18-44 
Gender Males Females 
43% (N= 43) 57% (N= 58) 
Race Caucasian African American Latino Asian Other 
80% 11% 1% 1% 7% 
General Questionnaire Questions Agree Disagree 
Friends with similar paranormal beliefs 84.8% 15.2% 
Are you a religious person? 52.4% 34.3% 
Do you believe in paranormal phenomena? 62.9% 37.1% 
Do you read/watch paranormal material? 50.5% 49.5% 
Did you ever have an imaginary friend? 30.5% 69.5% 
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Table 1 
The General Questionnaire and Paranormal Belief 
General Questions 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
Friends .40** -.00 .21* .32** .18 .39** .35** .35** 
Religious -.18 -.73** .00 -.04 -.07 -.01 .18 .03 
Paranormal Belief .50** -.12 .38** .42** .26** .50** .53** .51** 
Imaginary Friend .20* -.22* .17 .26** -.06 .36** .08 .24* 
Note. (1) = Global Paranormal Score; (2) = Traditional Religious Beliefs; (3) = Psi; 
(4)= Witchcraft; (5) = Superstition; (6) = Spiritualism; (7) = Extraordinary Life Forms; 
(8) = Precognition. 
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level 
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level 
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Table 1 
Means and Standard Deviations Across Low and High Believers for the Paranormal 
Belief Scale (PBS) 
Low Believers High Believer 
PBS 
M SD M SD 
Global Paranormal Score 56.44 8.67 85.08 9.37* 
Traditional Religious Beliefs 16.65 4.71 17.89 3.24 
Psi 7.79 2.95 13.81 2.83* 
Witchcraft 7.21 2.44 13.28 3.07* 
Superstition 3.83 1.48 6.81 3.36* 
Spiritualism 7.56 2.75 13.23 2.73* 
Extraordinary Life Forms 4.75 2.56 8.02 2.76* 
Precognition 8.65 2.69 12.04 2.18* 
* Indicates a significant difference at the 0.01 level. 
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Table 1 
Correlations of the PBS global and subscale scores and the Personality Research Form 
(PRF) scale scores 
PBS 
PRF (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
Abasement -0.20* -0.07 -0.11 -0.20* -0.15 -0.17 -0.06 -0.19* 
Achievement 0.04 -0.03 -0.00 0.00 -0.10 -0.03 0.28**0.01 
Affiliation 0.04 0.34**-0.11 -0.04 -0.02 0.02 -0.09 0.00 
Aggression 0.27**-0.05 0.31**0.29**0.23* 0.21* 0.12 0.25* 
Autonomy -0.04 -0.39**0.08 0.12 -0.12 0.01 0.13 0.03 
Change -0.01 -0.11 0.03 0.07 -0.08 -0.02 0.02 0.00 
Cognitive 
Structure 0.03 0.11 -0.05 -0.01 0.17 -0.01 -0.04 -0.08 
Defendence 0.30**-0.04 0.26* 0.33* 0.31**0.26**0.11 0.22* 
Dominance 0.14 0.19 0.07 0.13 0.08 0.05 -0.01 0.06 
Endurance 0.03 -0.14 0.05 -0.02 -0.08 0.00 0.25**0.04 
Exhibition 0.06 0.29**-0.03 0.00 -0.05 0.04 -0.14 0.07 
Harmavoidance -0.09 0.16 -0.13 -0.15 0.05 -0.15 -0.09 -0.13 
Impulsivity 0.07 -0.11 0.06 0.11 -0.00 0.14 0.03 0.14 
Nurturance 0.01 0.28**-0.12 -0.10 0.08 -0.06 -0.06 -0.07 
Order 0.09 0.08 0.01 0.02 0.06 0.05 0.17 0.05 
Play -0.01 0.05 -0.10 0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.09 0.08 
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Sentience 0.20* 0.03 0.02 0.17 0.00 0.24* 0.17 0.16 
Social 
Recognition 0.10 0.32**-0.04 -0.02 0.28**-0.02 -0.08 -0.02 
Succorance 0.19 0.39**0.02 0.04 0.17 0.07 -0.03 0.15 
Understanding 0.19 -0.16 0.24* 0.18 -0.16 0.16 0.29**0.16 
Note. (1) = Global Paranormal Score; (2) = Traditional Religious Beliefs; (3) = Psi; 
(4)= Witchcraft; (5) = Superstition; (6) = Spiritualism; (7) = Extraordinary Life Forms; 
(8) = Precognition. 
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level 
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level 
Table 1 
Correlations between High/Low Category of Paranormal Belief and the PRF 
Belief Category Belief Category 
PRF PRF 
Abasement -.13 Exhibition .01 
Achievement -.02 Harmavoidance -.11 
Affiliation .00 Impulsivity .08 
Aggression .25* Nurturance -.04 
Autonomy -.02 Order .06 
Change .04 Play .01 
Cognitive Structure .03 Sentience .15 
Defendence .28** Social Recognition .09 
Dominance .06 Succorance .12 
Endurance -.05 Understanding .16 
Note. A median split based on the Global Paranormal Score (high and low) determined 
the two belief categories. A positive correlation suggests significance in the direction of 
the high believer. 
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level 
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level 
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Table 1 
Means and Standard Deviations Across Males and Females for the PBS 
PBS 
Global Paranormal Score 
Traditional Religious Beliefs 
Psi 
Witchcraft 
Superstition 
Spiritualism 
Extraordinary Life Forms 
Precognition 
Entire Sample Males 
M SD 
71.47 16.96 67.93 
17.30 4.03 16.82 
10.98 4.16 9.91 
10.31 4.10 9.37 
5.37 2.99 4.91 
0.50 3.93 9.89 
6.46 3.10 6.87 
10.47 2.93 10.02 
Females 
M SD 
17.97 74.09 15.81 
4.41 17.66 3.70 
4.02 11.81 4.11* 
4.08 11.05 3.98* 
2.92 5.73 3.02 
4.01 10.97 3.83 
3.33 6.15 2.91 
2.99 10.81 2.86 
M SD 
* Indicates significant gender difference. 
p < .05 
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Table 1 
Means and Standard Deviations Across Male and Female for the PRF 
Entire Sample Males Females 
M SD M SD M SD 
PRF 
Abasement 51.17 10.50 54.76 10.01 48.44 10.11* 
Achievement 52.10 10.19 52.53 10.36 51.76 10.13 
Affiliation 50.90 9.75 51.53 10.45 50.42 9.25 
Aggression 54.01 8.55 50.98 8.73 56.32 7.72* 
Autonomy 52.45 9.76 52.62 11.28 52.32 8.52 
Change 46.59 9.39 48.62 9.24 45.03 9.28 
Cognitive Structure 53.05 9.39 51.16 8.14 54.49 10.08 
Defendence 56.38 9.62 53.07 8.96 58.92 9.41* 
Dominance 53.43 10.34 51.42 10.36 54.97 10.15 
Endurance 55.66 11.12 55.67 11.99 55.66 10.52 
Exhibition 54.10 11.91 52.18 10.13 55.56 12.99 
Harmavoidance 52.70 10.75 53.09 10.31 52.41 11.16 
Impulsivity 52.54 10.33 53.33 10.31 51.93 10.40 
Nurturance 54.13 9.6 55.51 9.98 53.08 9.25 
Order 51.00 11.89 49.22 12.51 52.36 11.32 
Play 57.21 11.67 56.24 11.16 57.95 12.08 
Sentience 50.62 10.85 51.29 10.18 50.10 11.39 
Social Recognition 52.15 11.36 50.44 12.13 53.46 10.67 
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Succorance 52.70 9.39 53.33 9.67 52.22 9.22 
Understanding 49.08 9.94 50.29 12.49 48.15 7.41 
* Indicates those that are significantly different. 
p < .05 
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Appendix A 
General Questionnaire 
1. Age? 
2. Gender? 
Male Female 
3. Ethnicity? 
Caucasian African American Hispanic American Other_ 
4. Major (If not declared yet, what area(s) interest you the most)? 
5. Estimated GPA? 
6. What is the highest education level achieved by either parent? 
Graduate or professional degree High school graduate 
College graduate Some high school 
Some college 
7a. Are you a religious person? 
Yes Somewhat No 
8. What is your religious affiliation? 
9. Is this affiliation the same as your parents? 
Yes No 
10. Has religion ever been a source of conflict between you and your parents? 
Yes No 
1 la. Do you attend church services? 
Yes No 
1 lb. If yes, how often (within a month time period)? 
4 times or more 2-3 times Once 
12. Do believe in any phenomena that are considered parapsychological or 
paranormal (i.e. ESP, ghosts, UFOs, psychics, or horoscopes) ? 
Yes No 
13. For how long have you held this/these belief(s)? 
10 years or more 7-9 years 4-6 years 1-3 years Less than 1 year 
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14. How important are these beliefs to you? 
Very important Somewhat important Not very important 
15a. Do your parents have similar beliefs? 
Yes No Not sure 
15b. If so, have these beliefs ever been a source of conflict between you and your 
parents? 
Yes No 
16. Do you have friends that also believe in these phenomena? 
Yes No 
17. If you don't believe in any parapsychological or paranormal phenomena, what do 
you think of those who do believe in such things? 
18. How many hours a week would you estimate that you watch TV? 
Over 20 15-19 10-14 5 - 9 _ Less than 5 _ 
19a. Do you watch TV shows or read print materials that contain parapsychological or 
paranormal themes? Yes No 
If yes, please list. 
19b. If yes, how many hours a week do you spend watching these programs and/or 
reading these materials? 
Over 2 0 _ 15-19 10-14 5 - 9 _ Less than 5 _ 
20. How many hours a week do you use the internet for leisure purposes? 
Over 15 10-14 6 -10_ l - 5 _ Less than 1 _ 
21. Did you ever have an imaginary friend while growing up? 
Yes No 
Appendix B 
Paranormal Belief Scale 
1. The soul continues to exist though the body may die. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .S l ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
2. Some individuals are able to levitate (lift) objects through mental forces. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
3. Black magic really exists. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
4. Black cats can bring bad luck. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
5. Your mind or soul can leave your body and travel (astral projection). 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
6. The abominable snowman of Tibet exists. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ightly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
7. Dreams can provide information about the future. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ightly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
8. There is a devil. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ightly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
9. Psychokinesis, the movement of objects through psychic powers, does occur. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ightly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
10. Witches do exist. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
11. If you break a mirror, you will have bad luck. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
12. During altered states, such as sleep or trances, the spirit can leave the body. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
13. The Lock Ness monster of Scotland exists. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
14. Some people have the ability to predict the future. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
15.1 believe in God. 
Strongly disagree. . .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
16. A person's thoughts can influence the movement of a physical object. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
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17. Voodoo is a real method to use paranormal powers. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
18. The number "13" is unlucky. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
19. Reincarnation does occur. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
20. Big Foot exists. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
21. The idea of predicting of the future is foolish. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .S l ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
22. There is a heaven and a hell. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ightly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
23. Mind reading is not possible. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
24. There are actual cases of voodoo death. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ightly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
25. It is possible to communicate with the dead. 
Strongly disagree.. .Slightly disagree. . .Undecided (don't know). . .Sl ight ly agree. . .Strongly agree 
1 2 3 4 5 
Tobacyk and Milford, 1983 
Appendix C 
PERSONALITY 
RESEARCH 
FORM 
F O R M A A 
D O U G L A S N . J A C K S O N , P h . D . 
D I R E C T I O N S 
On the following pages you will f ind a 
series of statements which a person might 
use to describe himself. Read each state-
ment and decide whether or not it de-
scribes you. Then indicate your answer on 
the separate answer sheet. 
If you agree with a statement or decide 
that it does describe you, answer TRUE. If 
you disagree with a statement or fee! that 
it is not descriptive of you, answer FALSE. 
In marking your answers on the answer 
sheet, be sure that the number of the 
statement you have just read is the same 
as the number on the answer sheet. 
Answer every statement either t rue or 
false, even if you are not completely sure 
of your answer. 
P u b l i s h e d b y 
R E S E A R C H P S Y C H O L O G I S T S P R E S S . I N C . 
Copyright © 1965 by Douglas N. Jackson. This test or any part of it may not be reproduced by 
any process without written consent of the publisher. Printed in U.S.A. Copyright in Canada. 
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1 . I l i k e t o b e t h e f i r s t t o a p o l o g i z e a f t e r a n a r g u m e n t . 
2 . I e n j o y d o i n g t h i n g s w h i c h c h a l l e n g e m e . 
3 . I p a y l i t t l e a t t e n t i o n to t h e i n t e r e s t s o f p e o p l e I 
k n o w . 
4 . I g e t a k i c k o u t o f s e e i n g s o m e o n e I d i s l i k e a p p e a r 
f o o l i s h in f r o n t o f o t h e r s . 
5 . If p u b l i c o p i n i o n i s a g a i n s t m e , I u s u a l l y d e c i d e 
t h a t I a m w r o n g . 
6. I g e t a n n o y e d w i t h p e o p l e w h o n e v e r w a n t t o g o 
a n y w h e r e d i f f e r e n t . 
7 . I l i v e f r o m d a y t o d a y w i t h o u t t r y i n g to f i t m y 
a c t i v i t i e s i n t o a p a t t e r n . 
8 . W h e n s o m e o n e p r e s e n t s m e w i t h s t r o n g a r g u m e n t s , 
I u s u a l l y try t o s e t t l e o n s o m e m i d d l e g r o u n d . 
9 . I w o u l d e n j o y b e i n g a c l u b o f f i c e r . 
1 0 . If I c a n ' t f i n i s h a t a s k w i t h i n a c e r t a i n a m o u n t o f 
t i m e , I u s u a l l y d e c i d e n o t t o w a s t e a n y m o r e t i m e 
o n it. 
1 1 . O t h e r s t h i n k I a m l i v e l y a n d w i t t y . 
1 2 . I a l m o s t a l w a y s a c c e p t a d a r e . 
1 3 . I a d m i r e f r e e , s p o n t a n e o u s p e o p l e . 
1 4 . I t h i n k a m a n is s m a r t to a v o i d b e i n g t a l k e d i n t o 
h e l p i n g h i s a c q u a i n t a n c e s . 
1 5 . I o f t e n d e c i d e a h e a d o f t i m e e x a c t l y w h a t I w i l l d o 
o n a c e r t a i n d a y . 
1 6 . I f e e l t h a t a d u l t s w h o st i l l l i k e t o p l a y h a v e n e v e r 
r e a l l y g r o w n u p . 
1 7 . S o m e t i m e s a c e r t a i n s m e l l r e m i n d s m e of a p l a c e 
o r e x p e r i e n c e in m y p a s t . 
1 8 . I c o n s i d e r it i m p o r t a n t t o b e h e l d in h i g h ' e s t e e m b y 
t h o s e I k n o w . 
1 9 . If I h a v e h a d a n a c c i d e n t , I w a n t s y m p a t h y f r o m n o 
o n e . 
2 0 P h i l o s o p h i c a l d i s c u s s i o n s a r e a w a s t e o f t i m e . 
2 1 . I w a s b o r n o v e r 9 0 y e a r s a g o . 
2 2 . I a l w a y s try t o b e c o n s i d e r a t e o f t h e f e e l i n g s o f m y 
f r i e n d s 
2 3 . I w o u l d n e v e r a p o l o g i z e if s o m e o n e b u m p e d i n t o 
m e a n d it w a s h i s f a u l t . 
2 4 . S e l f - i m p r o v e m e n t m e a n s n o t h i n g to m e u n l e s s it 
l e a d s to i m m e d i a t e s u c c e s s . 
2 5 . I b e l i e v e that a p e r s o n w h o is i n c a p a b l e o f e n j o y i n g 
t h e p e o p l e a r o u n d h i m m i s s e s m u c h in l i f e . 
2 6 . It d o e s n ' t b o t h e r m e m u c h t o h a v e s o m e o n e g e t t h e 
b e s t of m e in a d i s c u s s i o n . 
2 7 . I w o u l d l ike t o w a n d e r f r e e l y f r o m c o u n t r y t o 
c o u n t r y . 
2 8 . C h a n g e s in r o u t i n e d i s t u r b m e . 
2 9 . W h e n I talk to a d o c t o r , I w a n t h i m t o g i v e m e a 
d e t a i l e d e x p l a n a t i o n o f a n y i l l n e s s I h a v e . 
3 0 . W h e n s o m e o n e o p p o s e s m e o n a n i s s u e , I u s u a l l y 
f i n d m y s e l f t a k i n g o n e v e n s t r o n g e r s t a n d t h a n I 
d i d at f i r s t 
3 1 . I a m n o t v e r y i n s i s t e n t in a n a r g u m e n t 
3 2 . 1 d o n ' t m i n d d o i n g a l l the w o r k m y s e l f if it i s 
n e c e s s a r y t o c o m p l e t e w h a t I h a v e b e g u n . 
3 3 . I a m t o o s h y t o t e l l j o k e s . 
3 4 . I a m c a r e f u l a b o u t t h e t h i n g s I d o b e c a u s e I w a n t 
to h a v e a l o n g a n d h e a l t h y l i f e . 
3 5 . I h a v e a r e s e r v e d a n d c a u t i o u s a t t i t u d e t o w a r d l i f e . 
3 6 . W h e n I s e e s o m e o n e w h o l o o k s c o n f u s e d , I u s u a l l y 
ask if I c a n b e o f a n y a s s i s t a n c e . 
3 7 . I d o n ' t e s p e c i a l l y c a r e h o w I l o o k w h e n I g o o u t . 
3 8 . I l o v e t o - t e l l , a n d l i s t e n t o , j o k e s a n d f u n n y s t o r i e s . 
3 9 . Most - a n i m a l s are r a t h e r u n i n t e r e s t i n g t o w a t c h . 
4 0 . I g i v e l i t t l e t h o u g h t t o t h e i m p r e s s i o n I m a k e o n 
o t h e r s . 
4 1 . I a l w a y s a p p r e c i a t e i t w h e n p e o p l e a r e c o n c e r n e d 
a b o u t m e . 
4 2 . I o f t e n t r y t o g r a s p t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p s b e t w e e n d i f -
f e r e n t t h i n g s t h a t h a p p e n . 
4 3 . I try t o g e t a t l e a s t s o m e s l e e p e v e r y n i g h t . 
4 4 . N o t h i n g t h a t h a p p e n s t o m e m a k e s m u c h d i f f e r e n c e 
o n e w a y o r t h e o t h e r . 
4 5 . S e v e r a l p e o p l e h a v e e m b a r r a s s e d m e p u b l i c l y b u t 
I a l w a y s t a k e it l i k e a g o o d s p o r t . 
4 6 . I g e t d i s g u s t e d w i t h m y s e l f w h e n I h a v e n o t l e a r n e d 
s o m e t h i n g p r o p e r l y . 
4 7 . T r y i n g t o p l e a s e p e o p l e i s a w a s t e o f t i m e . 
4 8 . I s w e a r a l o t . 
4 9 . A d v e n t u r e s w h e r e I a m o n m y o w n a r e a l i t t l e 
f r i g h t e n i n g t o m e . 
5 0 . I l ike to h a v e n e w t h i n g s to e a t f r o m w e e k to w e e k . 
5 1 . It d o e s n ' t b o t h e r m e t o p u t a s i d e w h a t I h a v e b e e n 
d o i n g w i t h o u t f i n i s h i n g i t . 
5 2 . If s o m e o n e f i n d s f a u l t w i t h m e I e i t h e r l i s t e n q u i e t -
ly o r j u s t i g n o r e t h e w h o l e t h i n g . 
5 3 . I try to c o n t r o l o t h e r s r a t h e r t h a n p e r m i t t h e m to 
c o n t r o l m e . 
5 4 . If I f i n d it h a r d to g e t s o m e t h i n g I w a n t , I u s u a l l y 
c h a n g e m y m i n d a n d t r y f o r s o m e t h i n g e l s e . 
5 5 . I l i k e t o h a v e p e o p l e t a l k a b o u t t h i n g s I h a v e d o n e . 
5 6 . I w o u l d e n j o y l e a r n i n g t o w a l k o n a t i g h t r o p e . 
5 7 . I f i n d t h a t I s o m e t i m e s f o r g e t to " l o o k b e f o r e I 
l e a p / ' 
5 8 . A l l b a b i e s l o o k v e r y m u c h l i k e l i t t l e m o n k e y s to 
m e . 
5 9 . W h e n I a m g o i n g s o m e w h e r e I u s u a l l y f i n d m y 
e x a c t r o u t e b y u s i n g a m a p . 
6 0 . I c o n s i d e r m o s t e n t e r t a i n m e n t to b e a w a s t e of t i m e 
6 1 . T h e s m e l l o f f r e s h l y - b a k e d b r e a d m a k e s m y m o u t h 
w a t e r . 
6 2 . I v e r y m u c h e n j o y b e i n g c o m p l i m e n t e d . 
6 3 . I a m p e r f e c t l y c a p a b l e o f s o l v i n g m y p e r s o n a l p r o b -
l e m s w i t h o u t c o n s u l t i n g a n y o n e . 
6 4 I c a n ' t s e e h o w i n t e l l e c t u a l s g e t p e r s o n a l s o r i s f a i -
t i o n f r o m t h e i r i m p r a c t i c a l h v e s . 
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6 5 . I h a v e a n u m b e r o f o u t f i t s o f c l o t h i n g , each of 
w h i c h c o s t s s e v e r a l t h o u s a n d d o l l a r s . 
6 6 . I o f t e n take s o m e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for l o o k i n g out for 
n e w c o m e r s in a g r o u p . 
6 7 . I d o e v e r y t h i n g in m y p o w e r n o t to h a v e to admi t 
d e f e a t . 
6 8 . I w o r k b e c a u s e I h a v e to , a n d f o r tha t r e a s o n o n l y . 
6 9 . L o y a l t y to m y f r i e n d s is q u i t e i m p o r t a n t to me . 
7 0 . If s o m e o n e d o e s s o m e t h i n g I d o n ' t l ike , I s e l d o m 
s a y a n y t h i n g . 
7 1 . W h e n I w a s a ch i ld , I w a n t e d to be i n d e p e n d e n t . 
7 2 . M y l i k e s and d i s l i k e s are the s a m e f r o m year to 
year . 
7 3 . I d o n ' t e n j o y c o n f u s e d c o n v e r s a t i o n s w h e r e p e o p l e 
are u n s u r e o f w h a t t h e y m e a n to s a y . 
74. I d o n ' t l ike p e o p l e to j o k e a b o u t w h a t t h e y fee l are 
m y s h o r t c o m i n g s . 
75. I h a v e little i n t e r e s t in l e a d i n g o t h e r s , 
7 6 . If p e o p l e w a n t a job d o n e w h i c h requ ires p a t i e n c e , 
t h e y a s k m e . 
7 7 . I w o u l d n o t l ike t h e f a m e that g o e s w i t h b e i n g d 
great a th l e t e . 
7 8 . I w o u l d n e v e r w a n t to b e a f o r e s t - f i r e f i g h t e r . 
7 9 . R a r e l y , if ever , d o I d o a n y t h i n g r e c k l e s s . 
8 0 . I fee l v e r y s o r r y f o r l o n e l y p e o p l e . 
8 1 . M y p e r s o n a l p a p e r s are u s u a l l y in a s t a t e of c o n -
f u s i o n . 
8 2 . I e n j o y part ies , s h o w s , g a m e s — a n y t h i n g for f u n . 
8 3 . I d o n ' t p a y m u c h a t t e n t i o n to m y s u r r o u n d i n g s . 
8 4 . Soc ia l a p p r o v a l is u n i m p o r t a n t to m e . 
8 5 . I o f t e n s e e k o u t o t h e r p e o p l e ' s a d v i c e . 
8 6 . I d o a l m o s t as m u c h r e a d i n g o n m y o w n as I did 
for c l a s s e s w h e n I w a s in s c h o o l . 
8 7 I m a k e all m y o w n c l o t h e s a n d s h o e s . 
8 8 . I h a v e a n u m b e r of h e a l t h p r o b l e m s . 
8 9 . I s o m e t i m e s t a k e t h e b l a m e for t h i n g s tha t aren' t 
real ly m y f a u l t in order to m a k e s o m e o n e e l se fee l 
be t t er . 
9 0 . I wi l l k e e p w o r k i n g o n a p r o b l e m a f t e r o t h e r s h a v e 
g i v e n up . 
9 1 . M o s t o f m y r e l a t i o n s h i p s w i t h p e o p l e are b u s i n e s s -
l ike rather than f r i e n d l y . 
9 2 . If s o m e o n e h a s a b e t t e r job t h a n I, I l i k e to try to 
s h o w h i m u p . 
9 3 . 1 d o n ' t w a n t to b e a w a y f r o m m y f a m i l y t o o m u c h . 
9 4 . I w o u l d be w i l l i n g to g i v e u p s o m e f i n a n c i a l s e c u r i t y 
to be able to c h a n g e f r o m o n e j o b to a n o t h e r if 
s o m e t h i n g i n t e r e s t i n g c a m e a l o n g 
9 5 . I t end to start r ight in o n a n e w t a s k w i t h o u t s p e n d -
ing m u c h t ime t h i n k i n g a b o u t t h e b e s t w a y to 
p r o c e e d . 
9 6 . I u s u a l l y let u n k i n d t h i n g s s o m e o n e m i g h t s a y 
a b o u t m e p a s s w i t h o u t m a k i n g a n y r e t u r n c o m -
m e n t . 
9 7 . I f ee l c o n f i d e n t w h e n d i r e c t i n g the a c t i v i t i e s of 
o t h e r s . 
9 8 . T h e m e r e p r o s p e c t o f h a v i n g to put in l o n g h o u r s 
w o r k i n g m a k e s m e t i red . 
9 9 . I d o n ' t m i n d b e i n g c o n s p i c u o u s . 
1 0 0 . I w o u l d n e v e r p a s s u p s o m e t h i n g that s o u n d e d l ike 
f u n just b e c a u s e it w a s a l i t t l e b i t h a z a r d o u s . 
1 0 1 . T h e p e o p l e I k n o w w h o s a y t h e f i r s t t h i n g t h e y 
th ink of are s o m e o f m y m o s t i n t e r e s t i n g a c q u a i n t -
a n c e s . 
2 0 2 . I d i s l i k e p e o p l e w h o a r e a l w a y s a s k i n g m e f o r 
a d v i c e . 
1 0 3 . I k e e p all m y i m p o r t a n t d o c u m e n t s in o n e s a f e 
p l a c e . 
1 0 4 . W h e n I h a v e a c h o i c e b e t w e e n w o r k a n d e n j o y i n g 
m y s e l f , I u s u a l l y w o r k . 
1 0 5 . I l i k e to l i s t e n to t h e s o u n d o f rain f a l l i n g . 
1 0 6 . T h e g o o d o p i n i o n of o n e ' s f r i e n d s is o n e o f t h e 
c h i e f r e w a r d s f o r l i v i n g a g o o d l i fe . 
1 0 7 . I w o u l d n o t l ike to b e m a r r i e d to a p r o t e c t i v e 
p e r s o n . 
1 0 8 . If t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p s b e t w e e n t h e o r i e s a n d f a c t s are 
n o t i m m e d i a t e l y e v i d e n t , I s e e n o p o i n t in t r y i n g 
t o f i n d t h e m . 
1 0 9 . I h a v e a t t e n d e d s c h o o l at s o m e t ime d u r i n g m y 
l i f e . 
1 1 0 . In t h e l o n g r u n h u m a n i t y w i l l o w e a l o t m o r e to 
t h e t e a c h e r t h a n to t h e s a l e s m a n . 
1 1 1 . I r e s e n t b e i n g p u n i s h e d . 
1 1 2 . I try to w o r k just h a r d e n o u g h to ge t b y . 
1 1 3 . I a m c o n s i d e r e d f r i e n d l y . 
1 1 4 . I a m q u i t e s o f t - s p o k e n . 
1 1 5 M y g r e a t e s t d e s i r e is t o b e i n d e p e n d e n t a n d f ree . 
1 1 6 . 1 h a v e a s p e c i f i c r o u t i n e o f r ecrea t iona l a c t i v i t i e s . 
1 1 7 . B e f o r e I a s k a q u e s t i o n , J f i g u r e out e x a c t l y w h a f 
I k n o w a l r e a d y a n d w h a t it is I n e e d to f i n d o u t . 
1 1 8 . I try n e v e r to a l l o w a n y o n e to get t h e u p p e r h a n d 
w i t h m e . 
1 1 9 . I w o u l d m a k e a p o o r j u d g e b e c a u s e I d i s l i k e te l l -
i n g o t h e r s w h a t to d o . 
1 2 0 . If I w a n t to k n o w t h e a n s w e r to a c e r t a i n q u e s -
t i on , I s o m e t i m e s l o o k f o r it for d a y s . 
1 2 1 . I f ee l u n c o m f o r t a b l e w h e n p e o p l e are p a y i n g at-
t e n t i o n to m e . 
1 2 2 . I c a n ' t i m a g i n e m y s e l f j u m p i n g out o f an a i r p l a n e 
as s k y d i v e r s do . 
1 2 3 . I a m n o t an " i m p u l s e - b u y e r . " 
1 2 4 . P e o p l e l i k e to tell m e t h e i r t r o u b l e s b e c a u s e t h e y 
k n o w t h a t I w i l l d o e v e r y t h i n g I can to h e l p t h e m . 
1 2 5 . M o s t o f t h e t h i n g s I d o h a v e n o s y s t e m to t h e m . 
1 2 6 . O n c e in a w h i l e I e n j o y a c t i n g as if 1 w e r e t i p s y . 
1 2 7 . I r a r e l y n o t i c e h o w t h i n g s s m e l l . 
1 2 8 . T h e o p i n i o n s t h a t i m p o r t a n t p e o p l e h a v e of m e 
c a u s e m e l i t t l e c o n c e r n . 
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1 2 9 . W h e n I n e e d m o n e y , it m a k e s m e fee l g o o d to 
k n o w that s o m e o n e c a n h e l p m e out . 
1 3 0 . I h a v e u n l i m i t e d c u r i o s i t y a b o u t m a n y t h i n g s . 
1 3 1 . I rare ly u s e f o o d or d r i n k o f a n y k ind . 
1 3 2 . I o f t e n h a v e t h e f e e l i n g t h a t I a m d o i n g s o m e -
t h i n g ev i l . 
1 3 3 . I w o u l d rather let o t h e r s h a v e the ir w a y w i t h m e 
t h a n try to p r o t e s t . 
1 3 4 . I o f t e n s e t g o a l s t h a t are v e r y d i f f i c u l t to reach. 
1 3 5 . A f t e r I g e t to k n o w m o s t p e o p l e , I d e c i d e t h a t 
t h e y w o u l d m a k e p o o r f r i e n d s . 
1 3 6 . S t u p i d i t y m a k e s m e a n g r y . 
1 3 7 . I u s u a l l y try to s h a r e m y p r o b l e m s w i t h s o m e o n e 
w h o c a n h e l p m e . 
1 3 8 . I a m a l w a y s l o o k i n g f o r n e w r o u t e s to take o n a 
tr ip . 
1 3 9 . W h e n I n e e d o n e t h i n g at t h e s t o r e I g e t it w i t h -
o u t t h i n k i n g w h a t e l s e I m a y n e e d s o o n . 
1 4 0 . M o s t p e o p l e are h o n e s t e n o u g h that I w o u l d le t 
t h e m w o r k in m y h o m e w i t h o u t c l o s e s u p e r v i s i o n . 
1 4 1 . I a m q u i t e g o o d at k e e p i n g o t h e r s in l ine . 
1 4 2 . W h e n s o m e o n e t h i n k s I s h o u l d n o t f i n i s h a p r o -
ject , I a m u s u a l l y w i l l i n g t o f o l l o w his adv ice . 
1 4 3 . I l i k e to b e in t h e s p o t l i g h t . 
1 4 4 . I t h i n k it w o u l d b e e n j o y a b l e a n d ra ther e x c i t i n g 
to f e e l an e a r t h q u a k e . 
1 4 5 . I h a v e o f t e n b r o k e n t h i n g s b e c a u s e of c a r e l e s s -
n e s s . 
1 4 6 . I g e t l i t t le s a t i s f a c t i o n f r o m s e r v i n g o thers . 
1 4 7 . B e f o r e I s tart to w o r k , I p l a n w h a t 1 wi l l n e e d a n d 
g e t al l t h e n e c e s s a r y m a t e r i a l s . 
1 4 8 . I o n l y c e l e b r a t e v e r y s p e c i a l e v e n t s . 
1 4 9 . G o i n g b a r e f o o t in c o o l g r a s s is g r e a t f u n . 
1 5 0 . I c o n s t a n t l y try to m a k e p e o p l e th ink h i g h l y of 
m e . 
151 . If I f e e l s i ck , I d o n ' t l i k e to h a v e f r i e n d s or r e l a -
t i v e s f u s s over m e . 
1 5 2 . W h e n I w a s a c h i l d , I s h o w e d n o in teres t in b o o k s . 
1 5 3 . I h a v e n e v e r r i d d e n in an a u t o m o b i l e . 
1 5 4 . I a m s e l d o m ill. 
1 5 5 . I w o u l d n e v e r a l l o w s o m e o n e to b l a m e m e f o r 
s o m e t h i n g w h i c h w a s n o t m y f a u l t . 
1 5 6 . I w o u l d rather d o an e a s y j o b t h a n o n e i n v o l v i n g 
o b s t a c l e s w h i c h m u s t b e o v e r c o m e . 
1 5 7 . I e n j o y b e i n g n e i g h b o r l y . 
1 5 8 . I s e l d o m fee l l ike h i t t i n g a n y o n e . 
1 5 9 . 1 w o u l d l ike to h a v e a j o b i n w h i c h I d i d n ' t h a v e 
to a n s w e r to a n y o n e . 
1 6 0 . It w o u l d take m e a l o n g t i m e to a d a p t t o l i v i n g i n 
a f o r e i g n c o u n t r y . 
1 6 1 . It u p s e t s m e to g o i n t o a s i t u a t i o n w i t h o u t k n o w -
i n g w h a t I can e x p e c t f r o m it. 
1 6 2 . I t end to react s t r o n g l y to r e m a r k s w h i c h f ind 
f a u l t w i t h m y p e r s o n a l a p p e a r a n c e . 
1 6 3 . M o s t c o m m u n i t y l e a d e r s d o a b e t t e r j o b t h a n I 
c o u l d p o s s i b l y d o . 
1 6 4 . I d o n ' t l ike to l e a v e a n y t h i n g u n f i n i s h e d . 
1 6 5 . I w a s o n e of t h e q u i e t e s t c h i l d r e n i n m y g r o u p . 
1 6 6 . I a v o i d s o m e h o b b i e s a n d s p o r t s b e c a u s e o f the ir 
d a n g e r o u s n a t u r e . 
1 6 7 . I m a k e cer ta in t h a t I s p e a k s o f t l y w h e n I a m in a 
p u b l i c p l a c e . 
1 6 8 . I b e l i e v e in g i v i n g f r i e n d s lots o f h e l p a n d a d v i c e . 
1 6 9 . 7 c a n w o r k b e t t e r w h e n c o n d i t i o n s are s o m e w h a t 
c h a o t i c . 
1 7 0 . M o s t o f m y s p a r e m o m e n t s are s p e n t r e l a x i n g a n d 
a m u s i n g m y s e l f . 
1 7 1 . I f ee l a b o u t t h e s a m e a f t e r a h e a r t y m e a l as b e f o r e 
o n e . 
1 7 2 . It s e e m s f o o l i s h to m e t o w o r r y a b o u t m y p u b l i c 
i m a g e . 
1 7 3 . I t h i n k it w o u l d b e b e s t t o m a r r y s o m e o n e w h o is 
m o r e m a t u r e a n d l e s s d e p e n d e n t t h a n I. 
1 7 4 . I w o u l d v e r y m u c h l i k e to k n o w h o w a n d w h y 
n a t u r a l e v e n t s o c c u r in t h e w a y t h e y d o . 
1 7 5 . I c o u l d e a s i l y c o u n t f r o m o n e to t w e n t y - f i v e . 
1 7 6 . I a l m o s t a l w a y s f e e l s l e e p y a n d l a z y . 
1 7 7 . I a m t h e k i n d o f p e r s o n w h o is a l w a y s d o i n g er-
r a n d s f o r o t h e r s . 
1 7 8 . M y g o a l is to d o a t l e a s t a l i t t le b i t m o r e t h a n 
a n y o n e e l s e h a s d o n e b e f o r e . 
1 7 9 . U s u a l l y I w o u l d r a t h e r g o s o m e w h e r e a l o n e t h a n 
g o t o a p a r t y . 
1 8 0 . L i fe is a m a t t e r o f " p u s h or be s h o v e d . " 
1 8 1 . I o f t e n d o t h i n g s j u s t b e c a u s e s o c i a l c u s t o m d i c -
ta tes . 
1 8 2 . M o s t p e o p l e h a v e a h a r d t i m e p r e d i c t i n g h o w I 
w i l l r e s p o n d to s o m e t h i n g t h e y s a y to m e . 
1 8 3 . I l i k e to b e w i t h p e o p l e w h o are u n p r e d i c t a b l e . 
1 8 4 . I d o n ' t g e t a n g r y w h e n p e o p l e l a u g h at m y errors . 
1 8 5 . I s e e k o u t p o s i t i o n s o f a u t h o r i t y . 
1 8 6 . W h e n o t h e r p e o p l e g i v e u p w o r k i n g o n a p r o b l e m , 
I u s u a l l y q u i t t o o . 
1 8 7 . I w o u l d e n j o y b e i n g a p o p u l a r s i n g e r w i t h a l arge 
f a n c l u b . 
1 8 8 . I w o u l d e n j o y t h e f e e l i n g of r i d i n g to t h e t o p o f an 
u n f i n i s h e d s k y s c r a p e r i n an o p e n e l e v a t o r . 
1 8 9 . I e n j o y a r g u m e n t s tha t requ ire g o o d q u i c k t h i n k -
i n g m o r e t h a n k n o w l e d g e . 
1 9 0 . I r e a l l y d o n o t p a y m u c h a t t e n t i o n t o p e o p l e w h e n 
t h e y ta lk a b o u t the i r p r o b l e m s . 
1 9 1 . I d i s l i k e to b e i n a r o o m that is c l u t t e r e d . 
1 9 2 . P r a c t i c a l j o k e s aren ' t at all f u n n y to m e . 
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1 9 3 . I l i k e t o r u n t h r o u g h h e a p s o f f a l l e n l e a v e s . 
1 9 4 . N o t h i n g w o u l d h u r t m e m o r e t h a n to h a v e a b a d 
r e p u t a t i o n . 
1 9 5 . I u s u a l l y m a k e d e c i s i o n s w i t h o u t c o n s u l t i n g 
o t h e r s . 
1 9 6 . A b s t r a c t i d e a s are o f l i t t l e u s e t o m e . 
1 9 7 . S o m e t i m e s I f e e l t h i r s t y o r h u n g r y . 
1 9 8 . M y m e m o r y i s a s g o o d a s o t h e r p e o p l e ' s . 
1 9 9 . I a v o i d s i t u a t i o n s w h i c h w o u l d m a k e m e s e e m i n -
f e r i o r . 
2 0 0 . I r e a l l y d o n ' t e n j o y h a r d w o r k . 
2 0 1 . I t r y t o b e in t h e c o m p a n y o f f r i e n d s as m u c h a s 
p o s s i b l e . 
2 0 2 . If s o m e o n e h u r t s m e , I j u s t t r y to f o r g e t a b o u t it. 
2 0 3 . If I h a v e a p r o b l e m , I l i k e to w o r k it o u t a l o n e . 
2 0 4 . I w o u l d b e s a t i s f i e d t o s t a y at t h e s a m e j o b i n d e f i -
n i t e l y . 
2 0 5 . I w o n ' t a n s w e r a p e r s o n ' s q u e s t i o n u n t i l I a m v e r y 
c l e a r a s t o w h a t h e is a s k i n g . 
2 0 6 . I w o u l d g e t i n t o a l o n g d i s c u s s i o n r a t h e r t h a n a d -
m i t I a m w r o n g . 
2 0 7 . I t h i n k it is b e t t e r t o b e q u i e t t h a n a s s e r t i v e . 
2 0 8 . W h e n I h i t a s n a g i n w h a t I a m d o i n g , I d o n ' t s t o p 
u n t i l I h a v e f o u n d a w a y t o g e t a r o u n d it. 
2 0 9 . A t a p a r t y , I u s u a l l y s i t b a c k a n d w a t c h t h e o t h e r s . 
2 1 0 . I t r y t o g e t o u t o f j o b s t h a t w o u l d r e q u i r e u s i n g 
d a n g e r o u s t o o l s or m a c h i n e r y . 
2 1 1 . I a m n o t o n e o f t h o s e p e o p l e w h o b l u r t o u t t h i n g s 
w i t h o u t t h i n k i n g . 
2 1 2 . I a m u s u a l l y t h e f i r s t t o o f f e r a h e l p i n g h a n d 
w h e n it is n e e d e d . 
2 1 3 . I s e l d o m t a k e t i m e t o h a n g u p m y c l o t h e s n e a t l y . 
2 1 4 . I l i k e t o g o " o u t o n t h e t o w n ' ' as o f t e n a s I c a n . 
2 1 5 . I h a v e n e v e r s e e n a s t a t u e t h a t r e m i n d e d m e of a 
r e a l p e r s o n . 
2 1 6 . I w i l l n o t g o o u t o f m y w a y t o b e h a v e in a n a p -
p r o v e d w a y . 
2 1 7 . I u s u a l l y tel l o t h e r s o f m y m i s f o r t u n e s b e c a u s e 
t h e y m i g h t be a b l e t o a s s i s t m e . 
2 1 8 . W h e n I s e e a n e w i n v e n t i o n , I a t t e m p t to f i n d o u t 
h o w it w o r k s . 
2 1 9 . I h a v e n e v e r s e e n a n a p p l e . 
2 2 0 . I a m n o t w i l l i n g t o g i v e u p m y o w n p r i v a c y or 
p l e a s u r e in o r d e r t o h e l p o t h e r p e o p l e . 
2 2 1 . W h e n p e o p l e try t o m a k e m e f e e l i m p o r t a n t , I 
f e e l g u i l t y a n d u n c o m f o r t a b l e a b o u t i t . 
2 2 2 . I p r e f e r to be p a i d o n t h e b a s i s o f h o w m u c h w o r k 
I h a v e d o n e r a t h e r t h a n o n h o w m a n y h o u r s I h a v e 
w o r k e d . 
2 2 3 . I h a v e r e l a t i v e l y f e w f r i e n d s . 
2 2 4 . I o f t e n f i n d i t n e c e s s a r y t o c r i t i c i z e a p e r s o n 
s h a r p l y if h e a n n o y s m e . 
2 2 5 . F a m i l y o b l i g a t i o n s m a k e m e f e e l i m p o r t a n t . 
2 2 6 . T h e m a i n j o y in m y l i f e is g o i n g n e w p l a c e s a n d 
s e e i n g n e w s i g h t s . 
2 2 7 . I d o n ' t k e e p a v e r y a c c u r a t e a c c o u n t o f m y f i n a n -
c ia l r e s o u r c e s . 
2 2 8 . I a m o n l y v e r y r a r e l y i n a p o s i t i o n w h e r e I f e e l a 
n e e d t o a c t i v e l y a r g u e f o r a p o i n t o f v i e w I h o l d . 
2 2 9 . W h e n I a m w i t h s o m e o n e e l s e I d o m o s t o f t h e 
d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g . 
2 3 0 . I d o n ' t b e l i e v e i n s t i c k i n g t o s o m e t h i n g w h e n t h e r e 
is l i t t l e c h a n c e o f s u c c e s s . 
2 3 1 . If I w e r e t o b e i n a p l a y , I w o u l d w a n t t o p l a y t h e 
l e a d i n g r o l e . 
2 3 2 . S w i m m i n g a l o n e in s t r a n g e w a t e r s w o u l d n o t 
b o t h e r m e . 
2 3 3 . I o f t e n g e t b o r e d at h a v i n g t o c o n c e n t r a t e o n o n e 
t h i n g a t a t i m e . 
2 3 4 . If s o m e o n e i s i n t r o u b l e , I t r y n o t t o b e c o m e i n -
v o l v e d . 
2 3 5 . A m e s s y d e s k i s i n e x c u s a b l e . 
2 3 6 . I p r e f e r t o r e a d w o r t h w h i l e b o o k s r a t h e r t h a n 
s p e n d m y s p a r e t i m e p l a y i n g . 
2 3 7 . I l i k e t o h a v e m y n e c k m a s s a g e d . 
2 3 8 . W h e n I a m d o i n g s o m e t h i n g , I o f t e n w o r r y a b o u t 
w h a t o t h e r p e o p l e w i l l t h i n k . 
2 3 9 . I p r e f e r n o t b e i n g d e p e n d e n t o n a n y o n e f o r a s -
s i s t a n c e . 
2 4 0 . It i s m o r e i m p o r t a n t t o m e t o b e g o o d a t a s p o r t 
t h a n t o k n o w a b o u t l i t e r a t u r e o r s c i e n c e . 
2 4 1 . I u s u a l l y w e a r s o m e t h i n g w a r m w h e n I g o o u t -
s i d e o n a c o l d d a y . 
2 4 2 . M o s t o f m y t e a c h e r s w e r e h e l p f u l . 
2 4 3 . I t r y n o t t o l e t a n y o n e e l s e t a k e c r e d i t f o r m y w o r k . 
2 4 4 . I h a v e r a r e l y d o n e e x t r a s t u d y i n g i n c o n n e c t i o n 
w i t h m y w o r k . 
2 4 5 . T o l o v e a n d b e l o v e d is o f g r e a t e s t i m p o r t a n c e to 
m e . 
2 4 6 . If I h a v e t o s t a n d i n l i n e , I s e l d o m t r y t o c u t 
a h e a d o f t h e o t h e r p e o p l e . 
2 4 7 . I d e l i g h t i n f e e l i n g u n a t t a c h e d . 
2 4 8 . W h e n I f i n d a g o o d w a y t o d o s o m e t h i n g , I a v o i d 
e x p e r i m e n t i n g w i t h n e w w a y s . 
2 4 9 . 1 d o n ' t l i k e s i t u a t i o n s t h a t a r e u n c e r t a i n . 
2 5 0 . S i n c e p e o p l e a r e a l w a y s l o o k i n g f o r a p e r s o n ' s 
w e a k s p o t s , I a m c a r e f u l n e v e r to t a l k a b o u t m i n e . 
2 5 1 . I w o u l d m a k e a p o o r m i l i t a r y l e a d e r . 
2 5 2 . I a m w i l l i n g t o w o r k l o n g e r a t a p r o j e c t t h a n are 
m o s t p e o p l e . 
2 5 3 . W h e n I w a s y o u n g I s e l d o m c o m p e t e d w i t h t h e 
o t h e r c h i l d r e n f o r a t t e n t i o n . 
2 5 4 . I p r e f e r a q u i e t , s e c u r e l i f e t o a n a d v e n t u r o u s o n e . 
2 5 5 . I a l w a y s t r y t o b e f u l l y p r e p a r e d b e f o r e I b e g i n 
w o r k i n g o n a n y t h i n g . 
2 5 6 . I w o u l d p r e f e r t o c a r e f o r a s i c k c h i l d m y s e l f 
r a t h e r t h a n h i r e a n u r s e . _ 
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2 5 7 . I c o u l d n e v e r f i n d o u t w i t h a c c u r a c y jus t h o w I 
h a v e s p e n t m y m o n e y in t h e p a s t s e v e r a l m o n t h s . 
2 5 8 . 1 s p e n d a g o o d d e a l o f m y t i m e j u s t h a v i n g f u n . 
2 5 9 . A l l c h e e s e s t a s t e t h e s a m e t o m e . 
2 6 0 . I d o n ' t c a r e if m y c l o t h e s a r e u n s t y l i s h , a s l o n g as 
I l i k e t h e m . 
2 6 1 . T h e t h o u g h t o f b e i n g a l o n e i n t h e w o r l d f r i g h t e n s 
m e . 
2 6 2 . I a m m o r e at h o m e in a n i n t e l l e c t u a l d i s c u s s i o n 
t h a n i n a d i s c u s s i o n o f s p o r t s . 
2 6 3 . I t h i n k the w o r l d w o u l d b e a m u c h b e t t e r p l a c e if 
n o o n e e v e r w e n t t o s c h o o l . 
2 6 4 . W e o u g h t to l e t t h e res t o f t h e w o r l d s o l v e t h e i r 
o w n p r o b l e m s a n d j u s t l o o k o u t a f t e r o u r s e l v e s . 
2 6 5 . W h e n I w a s a c h i l d I a l l o w e d o t h e r c h i l d r e n to 
t a k e m y t o y s a w a y f r o m m e . 
2 6 6 . P e o p l e h a v e a l w a y s s a i d t h a t I a m a -hard w o r k e r . 
2 6 7 . I s e l d o m g o o u t o f m y w a y t o d o s o m e t h i n g j u s t t o 
m a k e o t h e r s h a p p y . 
2 6 8 . I o f t e n m a k e p e o p l e a n g r y b y t e a s i n g t h e m . 
2 6 9 . I r e s p e c t r u l e s b e c a u s e t h e y g u i d e m e . 
2 7 0 . 1 w o u l d l i k e t h e t y p e o f w o r k w h i c h w o u l d k e e p 
m e c o n s t a n t l y o n t h e m o v e . 
2 7 1 . I v e r y s e l d o m m a k e d e t a i l e d p l a n s . 
2 7 2 . If f a c e d b y a g o o d a r g u m e n t , I a m u s u a l l y w i l l i n g 
t o c h a n g e m y p o s i t i o n e v e n o n i m p o r t a n t i s s u e s . 
2 7 3 . W h e n t w o p e r s o n s are a r g u i n g , I o f t e n s e t t l e t h e 
a r g u m e n t f o r t h e m . 
2 7 4 . If I h a d to d o s o m e t h i n g I d i d n ' t l i k e , I w o u l d p u t 
it o f f a n d h o p e t h a t s o m e o n e e l s e m i g h t d o it. 
2 7 5 . I o f t e n m o n o p o l i z e a c o n v e r s a t i o n . 
2 7 6 . T o m e , c r o s s i n g t h e o c e a n i n a s a i l b o a t w o u l d b e a 
w o n d e r f u l a d v e n t u r e . 
2 7 7 . It s e e m s that e m o t i o n h a s m o r e i n f l u e n c e o v e r m e 
t h a n d o e s c a l m m e d i t a t i o n . 
2 7 8 . I a v o i d d o i n g t o o m a n y f a v o r s f o r p e o p l e b e c a u s e 
it w o u l d s e e m a s if I w e r e t r y i n g to b u y f r i e n d s h i p . 
2 7 9 . M y w o r k is a l w a y s w e l l o r g a n i z e d . 
2 8 0 . M o s t o f m y f r i e n d s a r e s e r i o u s - m i n d e d p e o p l e . 
2 8 1 . I l i k e t h e w a y m y m u s c l e s t i n g l e a f t e r a g o o d 
w o r k o u t . 
2 8 2 . O n e o f the t h i n g s w h i c h s p u r s m e o n to d o m y 
b e s t is t h e r e a l i z a t i o n t h a t I w i l l b e p r a i s e d f o r m y 
w o r k . 
2 8 3 . I p r e f e r to f a c e m y p r o b l e m s b y m y s e l f . 
2 8 4 . I r e a l l y d o n ' t k n o w w h a t is i n v o l v e d in a n y o f t h e 
l a t e s t c u l t u r a l d e v e l o p m e n t s . 
2 8 5 . I h a v e n o s e n s e o f t o u c h in m y f i n g e r s . 
2 8 6 . M y l i f e is ful l o f i n t e r e s t i n g a c t i v i t i e s . 
2 B 7 . I w o u l d r e s i s t a n y o n e w h o t r i e d t o b u l l y m e . 
2 S 8 . W h e n p e o p l e a r e n o t g o i n g t o s e e w h a t I d o , I 
o f t e n d o l e s s t h a n m y v e r y b e s t . 
2 8 9 . M o s t p e o p l e t h i n k I a m w a r m - h e a r t e d a n d s o c i a b l e . 
2 9 0 . I s h o w l e n i e n c y t o t h o s e w h o h a v e o f f e n d e d m e . 
2 9 1 . I f i n d t h a t I c a n t h i n k b e t t e r w i t h o u t h a v i n g t o 
b o t h e r w i t h a d v i c e f r o m o t h e r s . 
2 9 2 . I w o u l d b e c o n t e n t t o l i v e in t h e s a m e t o w n f o r t h e 
r e s t o f m y l i f e . 
2 9 3 . I w o u l d n e v e r m a k e s o m e t h i n g w i t h o u t h a v i n g a 
g o o d i d e a o f w h a t t h e f i n i s h e d p r o d u c t s h o u l d 
l o o k l i k e . 
2 9 4 . P e o p l e f i n d i t v e r y d i f f i c u l t to c o n v i n c e m e t h a t I 
a m w r o n g o n a p o i n t n o m a t t e r h o w h a r d t h e y t ry . 
2 9 5 . I w o u l d n o t d o w e l l a s a s a l e s m a n b e c a u s e I a m 
n o t v e r y p e r s u a s i v e . 
2 9 6 . W h e n I a m w o r k i n g o u t d o o r s I f i n i s h w h a t I h a v e 
t o d o e v e n if it i s g r o w i n g d a r k . 
2 9 7 . I t h i n k t h a t t r y i n g to b e t h e c e n t e r o f a t t e n t i o n i s 
a s i g n o f b a d t a s t e . 
2 9 8 . I n e v e r g o i n t o s e c t i o n s o f a c i t y t h a t a r e c o n s i d -
e r e d d a n g e r o u s . 
2 9 9 I g e n e r a l l y r e l y o n c a r e f u l r e a s o n i n g i n m a k i n g u p 
m y m i n d . 
3 0 0 . W h e n I s e e a b a b y , I o f t e n a s k t o h o l d h i m . 
3 0 1 . I o f t e n f o r g e t to p u t t h i n g s b a c k i n t h e i r p l a c e s . 
3 0 2 . I l i k e to w a t c h t e l e v i s i o n c o m e d i e s . 
3 0 3 . I r a r e l y s i t a n d w a t c h t h e w a t e r at a b e a c h or 
s t r e a m . 
3 0 4 . If I h a v e d o n e s o m e t h i n g w e l l , I d o n ' t b o t h e r to 
c a l l it to o t h e r p e o p l e ' s a t t e n t i o n . 
3 0 5 . If I e v e r t h i n k t h a t I a m i n d a n g e r , m y f i r s t r e a c -
t i o n is to l o o k f o r h e l p f r o m s o m e o n e . 
3 0 6 . If I b e l i e v e s o m e t h i n g i s t rue , I try t o p r o v e t h a t 
m y t h e o r y w i l l h o l d u p i n a c t u a l p r a c t i c e . 
3 0 7 . If s o m e o n e p r i c k e d m e w i t h a p i n , it w o u l d h u r t . 
3 0 8 . I o f t e n q u e s t i o n w h e t h e r l i f e is w o r t h w h i l e . 
3 0 9 . S o m e t i m e s I let p e o p l e p u s h m e a r o u n d s o t h e y 
c a n f e e l i m p o r t a n t . 
3 1 0 . I d o n ' t m i n d w o r k t n g w h i l e o t h e r p e o p l e are 
h a v i n g f u n . 
3 1 1 . W h e n I s e e s o m e o n e I k n o w f r o m a d i s t a n c e , I 
d o n ' t g o o u t o f m y w a y t o s a y " H e l l o . " 
3 1 2 . I b e c o m e a n g r y m o r e e a s i l y t h a n m o s t p e o p l e . 
3 1 3 . I f i n d t h a t f o r m o s t j o b s t h e c o m b i n e d e f f o r t o f 
s e v e r a l p e o p l e w i l l a c c o m p l i s h m o r e t h a n o n e 
p e r s o n w o r k i n g a l o n e . 
3 1 4 . I l i k e to w o r k o n s e v e r a l p r o j e c t s at t h e s a m e t i m e 
s o I c a n c h a n g e f r o m o n e to a n o t h e r . 
3 1 5 . W h e n I t a k e a v a c a t i o n I l i k e to g o w i t h o u t d e t a i l e d 
p l a n s or t i m e s c h e d u l e s . 
3 1 6 . M o s t o f t h e p e o p l e w i t h w h o m I a m i n c o n t a c t 
i g n o r e a n y m i n o r e r r o r s I m a k e . 
3 1 7 . If I w e r e i n p o l i t i c s , I w o u l d p r o b a b l y b e s e e n as 
o n e o f t h e f o r c e f u l l e a d e r s o f m y p a r t y . 
3 1 8 If I g e t t i r e d w h i l e p l a y i n g a g a m e , I g e n e r a l l y s t o p 
p l a y i n g . 
3 1 9 . I t r y t o g e t o t h e r s to n o t i c e t h e w a y I d r e s s 
3 2 0 . I w o u l d e n j o y e x p l o r i n g a n o l d d e s e r t e d h o u s e at 
n i g h t . 
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3 2 1 . O f t e n I s t o p in t h e m i d d l e o f o n e a c t i v i t y i n o r d e r 
t o s tar t s o m e t h i n g e l s e . 
3 2 2 . P e o p l e ' s t e a r s t e n d t o i r r i t a t e m e m o r e t h a n t o 
a r o u s e m y s y m p a t h y . 
3 2 3 . I s p e n d m u c h o f m y t i m e a r r a n g i n g m y b e l o n g i n g s 
n e a t l y . 
3 2 4 . P e o p l e c o n s i d e r m e a s e r i o u s , r e s e r v e d p e r s o n . 
3 2 5 . O n e o f m y f a v o r i t e p a s t i m e s i s s i t t i n g b e f o r e a 
c r a c k l i n g f i r e . 
3 2 6 . I f e e l t h a t m y l i f e w o u l d n o t be c o m p l e t e if I 
f a i l e d t o g a i n d i s t i n c t i o n a n d s o c i a l p r e s t i g e . 
3 2 7 . W h e n I w a s a c h i l d , I d i s l i k e d i t if m y m o t h e r w a s 
a l w a y s f u s s i n g o v e r m e . 
3 2 8 . I w o u l d r a t h e r b e a n a c c o u n t a n t t h a n a t h e o r e t i c a l 
m a t h e m a t i c i a n . 
3 2 9 . If I w e r e e x p l o r i n g a s t r a n g e p l a c e a t n i g h t , I w o u l d -
w a n t t o c a r r y a l i g h t . 
3 3 0 . I a m a b l e t o m a k e c o r r e c t d e c i s i o n s o n d i f f i c u l t 
q u e s t i o n s . 
3 3 1 . I w o u l d n e v e r b e t h e " l o w m a n o n t h e t o t e m p o l e " 
if I c o u l d h e l p it. 
3 3 2 . It d o e s n ' t r e a l l y m a t t e r t o m e w h e t h e r I b e c o m e 
o n e o f t h e b e s t in m y f i e l d . 
3 3 3 . I t r u l y e n j o y m y s e l f a t s o c i a l f u n c t i o n s . 
3 3 4 . I d o n o t l i k e t o s e e a n y o n e r e c e i v e b a d n e w s . 
3 3 5 . I w o u l d n o t m i n d l i v i n g in a v e r y l o n e l y p l a c e . 
3 3 6 . I s e e n o r e a s o n to c h a n g e t h e c o l o r o f m y r o o m 
o n c e I h a v e p a i n t e d it. 
3 3 7 . M y w o r k is c a r e f u l l y p l a n n e d a n d o r g a n i z e d b e f o r e 
i t i s b e g u n . 
3 3 8 . I a m a l w a y s r e a d y to d e f e n d m y s e l f a g a i n s t re -
m a r k s p e o p l e m i g h t m a k e a b o u t m e o r m y f r i e n d s . 
3 3 9 . I f e e l i n c a p a b l e o f h a n d l i n g m a n y s i t u a t i o n s . 
3 4 0 . I w i l l c o n t i n u e w o r k i n g o n a p r o b l e m e v e n w i t h a 
s e v e r e h e a d a c h e . 
3 4 1 . I n e v e r a t t e m p t to b e t h e l i f e o f t h e p a r t y . 
3 4 2 . S u r f - b o a r d r i d i n g w o u l d b e t o o d a n g e r o u s f o r m e . 
3 4 3 . If I a m p l a y i n g a g a m e o f s k i l l , 1 a t t e m p t t o p l a n 
e a c h m o v e t h o r o u g h l y b e f o r e a c t i n g . 
3 4 4 . I f e e l m o s t w o r t h w h i l e w h e n I a m h e l p i n g s o m e -
o n e w h o is d i s a b l e d . 
3 4 5 . I r a r e l y c l e a n o u t m y b u r e a u d r a w e r s . 
3 4 6 . If I d i d n ' t h a v e to e a r n a l i v i n g , I w o u l d s p e n d 
m o s t o f m y t i m e jus t h a v i n g f u n . 
3 4 7 . I d o n ' t l ike t h e f e e l i n g of w i n d in m y h a i r . 
3 4 8 . I d o n ' t try to " k e e p u p w i t h t h e J o n e s e s . " 
3 4 9 . I l i k e t o b e w i t h p e o p l e w h o a s s u m e a p r o t e c t i v e 
a t t i t u d e t o w a r d m e . 
3 5 0 . I l i k e to r e a d s e v e r a l b o o k s o n o n e t o p i c at t h e 
s a m e t i m e 
3 5 1 . I w e a r c l o t h e s w h e n I a m a r o u n d o t h e r p e o p l e . 
3 5 2 . I b e l i e v e p e o p l e tell l i e s a n y t i m e it is to the ir 
a d v a n t a g e . 
3 5 3 . I let p e o p l e g e t a h e a d o f m e w h e n w a i t i n g in a l i n e 
s i n c e t h e y p r o b a b l y h a v e s o m e t h i n g m o r e i m p o r -
tant to d o t h a n I d o . 
3 5 4 . S o m e t i m e s p e o p l e s a y I n e g l e c t o t h e r i m p o r t a n t 
a s p e c t s o f m y l i f e b e c a u s e I w o r k s o h a r d . 
3 5 5 . I w a n t t o r e m a i n u n h a m p e r e d b y o b l i g a t i o n s to 
f r i e n d s . 
3 5 6 . I h a v e a v i o l e n t t e m p e r . 
3 5 7 . T o h a v e a s e n s e o f b e l o n g i n g is v e r y i m p o r t a n t to 
m e . 
3 5 8 . I l i k e t o c h a n g e t h e p i c t u r e s o n m y w a l i s f r e -
q u e n t l y . 
3 5 9 . I l i k e t h e a d v e n t u r e o f g o i n g i n t o a n e w s i t u a t i o n 
w i t h o u t k n o w i n g w h a t m i g h t h a p p e n . 
3 6 0 . I d o n ' t m i n d a n s w e r i n g q u e s t i o n s a b o u t m y f a m i l y 
o r f r i e n d s w h e n a p p l y i n g f o r a j o b . 
3 6 1 . I t r y t o c o n v i n c e o t h e r s t o a c c e p t m y p o l i t i c a l 
p r i n c i p l e s . 
3 6 2 . I a m e a s i l y d i s t r a c t e d w h e n I a m t i r e d . 
3 6 3 . W h e n I w a s in s c h o o l , I o f t e n t a l k e d b a c k t o t h e 
t e a c h e r t o m a k e t h e o t h e r c h i l d r e n l a u g h . 
3 6 4 . I w o u l d l i k e to d r i v e a m o t o r c y c l e . 
3 6 5 . M o s t p e o p l e f e e ! t h a t I a c t s p o n t a n e o u s l y . 
3 6 6 . I b e c o m e i r r i t a t e d w h e n I m u s t i n t e r r u p t m y a c t i v i -
t i e s t o d o a f a v o r f o r s o m e o n e 
3 6 7 . I k e e p m y p o s s e s s i o n s in s u c h g o o d o r d e r t h a t I 
h a v e n o t r o u b l e f i n d i n g a n y t h i n g . 
3 6 8 . I u s u a l l y h a v e s o m e r e a s o n for t h e t h i n g s 1 d o 
r a t h e r t h a n jus t d o i n g t h e m for m y o w n a m u s e -
m e n t . 
3 6 9 . C e r t a i n p i e c e s of m u s i c r e m i n d m e o f p i c t u r e s or 
m o v i n g p a t t e r n s o f c o l o r . 
3 7 0 . I w o u l d n o t c o n s i d e r m y s e l f a s u c c e s s u n l e s s o t h e r 
p e o p l e v i e w e d m e a s s u c h . 
3 7 1 . I a m u s u a l l y v e r y s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t . 
3 7 2 . I w o u l d r a t h e r b u i l d s o m e t h i n g w i t h m y h a n d s 
t h a n t r y t o d e v e l o p s c i e n t i f i c t h e o r i e s . 
3 7 3 . I c a n ' t b e l i e v e that w o o d r e a l l y b u r n s . 
3 7 4 . R a r e l y , if e v e r , h a s t h e s i g h t o f f o o d m a d e m e ill . 
3 7 5 . I d o n ' t p a r t i c u l a r l y e n j o y b e i n g t h e o b j e c t o f s o m e -
o n e ' s j o k e s . 
3 7 6 . I a m s u r e p e o p l e t h i n k t h a t I d o n ' t h a v e a g r e a t 
d e a l o f d r i v e . 
3 7 7 . I s p e n d a l o t o f t i m e v i s i t i n g f r i e n d s . 
3 7 8 . I d o n o t t h i n k it is n e c e s s a r y t o s t e p o n o t h e r s in 
o r d e r t o g e t a h e a d in t h e w o r l d . 
3 7 9 H a v i n g a h o m e h a s a t e n d e n c y t o t ie a p e r s o n 
d o w n m o r e t h a n I w o u l d l i k e . 
3 8 0 . W h e n I w a s i n s c h o o l , I p r e f e r r e d t o w o r k o n o n e 
s u b j e c t u n t i l I h a d f i n i s h e d t h e a s s i g n m e n t . 
3 8 1 . E a c h d a y I c h e c k t h e w e a t h e r r e p o r t s o t h a t I w i l l 
k n o w w h a t to w e a r . 
3 8 2 . I d e l i b e r a t e l y k e e p p e o p l e f r o m g e t t i n g t o k n o w 
m e t o o w e l l . 
3 8 3 . I w o u l d n o t w a n t t o h a v e a j o b e n f o r c i n g t h e l a w . 
3 8 4 . I w o n ' t l e a v e a p r o j e c t u n f i n i s h e d e v e n if I a m 
v e r y t i r e d . 
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3 8 5 . I d o n ' t l ike to d o a n y t h i n g u n u s u a l that wi l l call 
a t t e n t i o n to m y s e l f . 
3 8 6 . I w i l l n o t c l i m b a ladder u n l e s s s o m e o n e is t h e r e 
t o s t e a d y it f o r m e . 
3 8 7 . I t h i n k that p e o p l e w h o fall in l o v e i m p u l s i v e l y are 
q u i t e i m m a t u r e . 
3 8 8 . S e e i n g an o ld or h e l p l e s s p e r s o n m a k e s m e f ee l 
tha t I w o u l d l ike to t a k e care of h i m . 
3 8 9 . 1 f e e l c o m f o r t a b l e in a s o m e w h a t d i s o r g a n i z e d 
r o o m . 
3 9 0 . I d e l i g h t in p l a y i n g s i l ly l i t t le t r i c k s o n p e o p l e . 
3 9 1 . I a m n o t v e r y g o o d at d e s c r i b i n g t h i n g s . 
3 9 2 . W h e n I a m b e i n g i n t r o d u c e d , I d o n ' t l ike the p e r -
s o n to m a k e l e n g t h y c o m m e n t s a b o u t w h a t I h a v e 
d o n e . 
3 9 3 . W h e n I w a s a c h i l d , I u s u a l l y w e n t to an adul t f o r 
p r o t e c t i o n if a n o t h e r chi ld t h r e a t e n e d m e . 
3 9 4 . I a m u n a b l e to t h i n k of a n y t h i n g that I w o u l d n ' t 
e n j o y l e a r n i n g a b o u t . 
3 9 5 . I c a n r u n a m i l e in l e s s t h a n f o u r m i n u t e s . 
3 9 6 . I f i n d it v e r y d i f f i c u l t to c o n c e n t r a t e . 
3 9 7 . I a m o n l y w o r t h y of a n i n f e r i o r p o s i t i o n in m o s t 
g r o u p s . 
3 9 8 . I e n j o y w o r k m o r e t h a n p l a y . 
3 9 9 . I a m q u i t e i n d e p e n d e n t of t h e p e o p l e I k n o w . 
4 0 0 . I o f t e n quarre l w i t h o t h e r s . 
4 0 1 . I c a n d o m y b e s t w o r k w h e n I h a v e the e n c o u r a g e -
m e n t of o t h e r s . 
4 0 2 . I w o u l d rather m a k e n e w a n d d i f f e r e n t f r i e n d s 
t h a n s p e n d m y t i m e w i t h o ld f r i e n d s . 
4 0 3 . O n c e in a w h i l e 1 l ike to t a k e a c h a n c e o n s o m e -
t h i n g that i sn' t sure — s u c h as g a m b l i n g . 
4 0 4 . M o s t o f t h e cr i t i c i sm I r e c e i v e c a n be u s e d to m y 
a d v a n t a g e b y h e l p i n g m e to i m p r o v e m y s e l f . 
4 0 5 . W i t h a l i t t le e f f o r t , I c a n " w r a p m o s t p e o p l e 
a r o u n d m y l i tt le f i n g e r . " 
4 0 6 . W h e n I f ee l ill, I s t o p w o r k i n g a n d t ry to g e t 
s o m e res t . 
4 0 7 . I p e r f o r m in p u b l i c w h e n e v e r I h a v e t h e o p p o r -
t u n i t y . 
4 0 8 . I l i k e t h e f e e l i n g of s p e e d 
4 0 9 . L i f e is n o f u n u n l e s s it is l i v e d in a c a r e f r e e w a y . 
4 1 0 . It d o e s n ' t a f f e c t m e o n e w a y o r a n o t h e r to s e e a 
ch i ld b e i n g s p a n k e d . 
4 1 1 . I can' t s t a n d r e a d i n g a n e w s p a p e r that h a s b e e n 
m e s s e d up . 
4 1 2 . I w o u l d p r e f e r a q u i e t e v e n i n g w i t h f r i e n d s to a 
l o u d p a r t y . 
4 1 3 . I l ike to f e e l s c u l p t u r e d o b j e c t s . 
4 1 4 . I d o a g o o d j o b m o r e to ga in a p p r o v a l t h a n b e -
c a u s e I l ike m y w o r k . 
4 1 5 . I p r e f e r to t a k e care o f t h i n g s f o r m y s e l f , ra ther 
t h a n h a v e o t h e r s w a t c h o u t for m e . 
4 1 6 . T h e r e are m a n y a c t i v i t i e s tha t I p r e f e r to r e a d i n g . 
4 1 7 . I w o u l d h a v e a h a r d t i m e k e e p i n g m y m i n d a c o m -
p l e t e b l a n k . 
4 1 8 . I a m a l w a y s p r e p a r e d to d o w h a t is e x p e c t e d of 
m e . 
4 1 9 . If m y h o u s e w e r e r o b b e d , I w o u l d i n s i s t t h a t the 
p o l i c e m a k e e v e r y e f f o r t to c a t c h t h e t h i e f . 
4 2 0 . It is u n r e a l i s t i c f o r m e to in s i s t o n b e c o m i n g the 
b e s t in m y f i e l d o f w o r k all of t h e t i m e . 
4 2 1 . I g o o u t of m y w a y to m e e t p e o p l e . 
4 2 2 . I try to s h o w s e l f - r e s t r a i n t to a v o i d h u r t i n g o t h e r 
p e o p l e . 
4 2 3 . M y i d e a o f a n i d e a l m a r r i a g e is o n e w h e r e t h e t w o 
p e o p l e r e m a i n as i n d e p e n d e n t as if t h e y w e r e 
s i n g l e . 
4 2 4 . I l i k e to g o t o s t o r e s w i t h w h i c h 1 a m q u i t e f a m i l i a r . 
4 2 5 . I h a v e n o u s e f o r t h e o r i e s w h i c h are o n l y g o o d 
g u e s s e s a n d are n o t c l o s e l y tied to f a c t s . 
4 2 6 . If s o m e o n e a c c u s e d m e o f m a k i n g a m i s t a k e , I 
w o u l d ca l l h i s a t t e n t i o n to a f e w m i s t a k e s o f h i s 
o w n . 
4 2 7 . I d o n ' t h a v e a f o r c e f u l or d o m i n a t i n g p e r s o n a l i t y . 
4 2 8 . I a m v e r y p e r s i s t e n t a n d e f f i c i e n t e v e n w h e n I 
h a v e b e e n w o r k i n g f o r m a n y h o u r s w i t h o u t rest . 
4 2 9 . T h e i d e a of a c t i n g in f r o n t of a l a r g e g r o u p d o e s n ' t 
a p p e a l t o m e . 
4 3 0 . T o m e , it s e e m s f o o l i s h to s k i w h e n s o m a n y 
p e o p l e g e t h u r t tha t w a y . 
4 3 1 . I l i k e to t a k e care o f t h i n g s o n e at a t i m e . 
4 3 2 . I c a n r e m e m b e r that as a ch i ld I tr ied t o t a k e care 
of a n y o n e w h o w a s s i c k . 
4 3 3 . If I h a v e b r o u g h t s o m e t h i n g h o m e , I o f t e n d r o p it 
o n a c h a i r o r t a b l e a s I e n t e r . 
4 3 4 . T h i n g s t h a t w o u l d a n n o y m o s t p e o p l e s e e m h u -
m o r o u s to m e . 
4 3 5 . I w o u l d n e v e r s p e n d m y m o n e y to h a v e a s t e a m 
b a t h . 
4 3 6 . I n n e r s a t i s f a c t i o n r a t h e r t h a n f a m e is m y g o a l in 
l i f e . 
4 3 7 . 1 u s u a l l y f e e l i n s e c u r e u n l e s s I a m n e a r s o m e o n e 
w h o m I c a n a s k f o r s u p p o r t . 
4 3 8 . If I w e r e g o i n g to a n art e x h i b i t , I w o u l d f i r s t try 
t o l e a r n a b o u t t h e a r t i s t , h i s s t y l e a n d t e c h n i q u e , 
h i s p h i l o s o p h y o f art , a n d t h e s t o r y b e h i n d each 
p i e c e o f w o r k . 
4 3 9 . I a m a b l e to b r e a t h e . 
4 4 0 . M a n y t h i n g s m a k e m e f e e l u n e a s y . 
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Appendix D 
Beliefs and Personality Traits 
You are being asked to participate in a study assessing Beliefs and Personality 
Traits. This study is designed to identify the development of different beliefs in 
accordance with personality types. You will be presented with two questionnaires for 
completion. Since the survey is anonymous, by completing the questionnaires you are 
giving your consent to participate in the research project. The study will take 
approximately 60-75 minutes and involves no known risks or discomforts to you as a 
participant. Be assured that all information you provide will be strictly confidential and 
that no name will be attached to your responses. Your participation in this study is 
voluntary and you may withdraw from the study at any time without penalty. Students, 
with the instructor's approval, may earn extra credit points for participating. If you have 
any questions, please feel free to ask. 
I understand also that it is not possible to identify all potential risks in an experimental 
procedure, and I believe that reasonable safeguards have been taken to minimize both the 
known and potential but unknown risks. 
Please feel free to contact the principal investigator should you have questions/concerns 
regarding the study. 
Heather R. Auton, Principal Investigator 
Department of Psychology 
Dr. Jacqueline Pope, Faculty Advisor 
Department of Psychology 
Tate Page Hall-273 
270-745-2322 
email: jacqueline.pope@wku.edu 
50 
Appendix E 
Debriefing Document 
Beliefs and Personality Traits 
This study is designed to explore the positive personality traits, which are present in 
paranormal believers. Paranormal is applied to numerous phenomena, including 
telepathy, UFOs, psychokinesis, astrology, witchcraft, and extraordinary life forms. 
Paranormal is of interest within popular culture provided via newspaper articles, books, 
television programs, and movies. Messer and Griggs (1989) have reported a rather large 
prevalence of belief in introductory psychology students, standing at 99%. Previous 
research in the area of paranormal and personality has typically examined the relationship 
between paranormal believers and those personality characteristics which lead to 
pathology, termed the skeptic view (Irwin, 1993). There has been little work done that 
has examined the relationship between paranormal belief and an overall broad range of 
personality traits. The study in which you have participated seeks to investigate the 
relationship between belief in the paranormal and those personality traits which are 
broadly relevant to the normal functioning of individuals in a wide variety of situations. 
This was measured by correlating the scores from the Personality Research Form with the 
scores from the Paranormal Belief Scale. Each participant was labeled as a high 
paranormal believer or a low paranormal believer based on their overall Paranormal 
Belief Scale score. Each participant's scores were then correlated to see if a relationship 
between personality and paranormal belief exists. It is expected that no difference will be 
found in the personalities of high and low paranormal believers. ^  
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